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mY THE 


OUAKER 


| | Condemned out of his own Mouth : 
OR, AN 


AN S W Þ, R | 
VV iii. PEeN's Book 


Enticuled 


REASON againſt RAILING, 
AND 


TRUTH againſt FICTION; 
| Wherein he hath confeſſed, that if thoſe things ob- 


jected againſt the Quakers, 1n two former Dialogues be 
true, that then a Quaker is quite another thing than a | | 
Chriſtian 3 that thoſe matters heretofore obje&ed, were 
and are real truths and no fiftions, 1s fully cleared and 
evinced in this thyrd Dialogue between a Chriſtian and 
a Quaker. 


= 


By Thomas Hicks. 


—— 


Tit. I. 16. They profeſs that they know Goa, but in works deny him, being 
. abominable an4 diſobeaient, and to every good work reprobate., 
Tit. 3. 10. A man that is an Heretick , afier the firſt and ſecond Admo- 


nition, tejet, 


— 


Lo1don, Printcd by R. 77. for Peter Parker, and are to be ſold at 
his Shop at the Golden-Leg and Srar over againſt the 
Royal Exchange in Cornhull. 169 4. 
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Reade r ; | 


Hou hadft long exe this had an Anſwer toW. Pen's 
Book, Intitled, Reaſon againit Railing, &c, 


but that I had intimations of another more conft=. 


derable picce ,  whercin probably '1 might - have. 

found their fall trength, but no ſuch Book (though 
\. * , . it might bauebeen both written and Printed ſince 
I firſt beard of it.) can yet be met with, which makes me-to think, 
that either ſoine more than grainary difficulty bath occurred to bin= 
der, or elſe they are unwilling of its publicatid 5 whereupon I 
diſpoſed my ſelf te conſeder the former, Aibeit, to any diſcerning 
Reader it needs nv anſwer, foraſmuch as W. Pen ( after his ac= 
cuſtomed manner of eaſing bimſelf by railing ) doth avouch the 
greatef part of what I objef+ againſt them; and hath rendred their 
opinions more obnoxious to cenſure, than as they were repreſtated- 
by me. Is the enſuing Dialogue thou wilt fiad the ſtrength of 
W. Pen's reaſoning, in the difence of thoſe opintons of the Quakers: 
there uader confederation $ And that both W. Pen,and G, Whire- 
head ( notwithſtanding their pretences of bezng.under the condubt 


of an infaiible Spirit ) do fearfully and openly prevaricate : Forg. 


whilſt they knowingly Lye, they brand their a:ciiſer for a Forger, 
Their own poſitions in Print ( finding themſelves pinch*d, ard not. 
able to defend them ) they do with the bigheſt confidexce deny that 
ever they ſo writ, which 7s an iniquity not conſiſtent with com 


mon boneſty. 


From tht whole Diſcoinſe thou maiſt be - aſſured that theſe par= 
ticulars following arethe opinions of the Quakers, ( 1. ) Tha 


the Light in every man is God, Chriſt, and the Sxviour of 
the World. ( 2. ) That the Soul of man is God, (3. } 


That Jeſus Chriſt 1s not a diſtin& perſon without us. ( 4..} 
And though they pretend to acknowledge his appearance in 
the fleſh, yer the end of that appearance ( #Y. Pen affirms 
was to redeem and deliver Gods holy Life ( that us b:mſelf 3 
in man. ( 5.) That the Scriptures are no rule of Faith and 
PraQice unto Chriſtians, though I muſt confiſs ( togive W. Pen 
bis due ) he doth acknowledge them to bean hiſtorical rule; 
aid alſo a rule allowing them to give bad names to ſuch - 
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a ft a & + > wb .. 
a#the ry ueflicds; ; Fi, E JF That 'Ordinances are to be re? 
j&redd + tierice 1. Pes vhQunteth the Appeliationy. Ordinances 
of Chriſt, as usſcriptual, and intvangelical. And in his wont » 
ed confidence doth affirm, That Chriſt came to abqliſh and re= 
move al! ſhaddowy and periſhing things z . Inſtances, Water, 
Bud; aid yine (that is,! Baptiſm, and . the Lords Supper 
teen medinns inftituted 6 7 xs Chriſt :* adiimsg He would 
ndt have anyſo ſortifh 85 to think that.Chriſt came to aboliſh 
Jewiſliſhaddows;; 'and-.yer ſet up other elementarythings 
19: ikeir room, (Ytt weverth les ( a5 inpudently [ottiſh, as 
W.Pen; and the Dyakixs are) they will be found ( though but 
1t-at Aſh imitation). is the uſe of (ome external Ordz1an-es 2 
For.the Devil. (. 4s great an\epeny. as. be is to inſtituted Religion ) 
Wikhaue gn outward Miniſtty,, knowing it to be. a fit mediums 
to propaſiate: his Lyes; and to enlarge his Enniie. If the Quakers 
fhat abjxft, That God doth make ut of. the. Miniſtry of men ; 
T87ant,; For by the foo}jſhnels of Preaching, he ſaves them 
chat believe z Bit why chin may not other Ordinances be atlowed 
4s wells thiss ſect the boly.Spicit can fpak and work as ef 
feftinlly by mediims-of ;his om inſtitution, as by the words and 
Yealomngs of res; © 17, I) Concernias Fhſtification, they deny it 
tot by the righteouftr fs of.. another imputed, - affirming one while, 

barit.is the work ;of *xhe Sprir in us, making us juſt ;. and 
another while they will ſay. (, though 12 aireft contradifiioz) thar 
qur:petſona! cbedience;is che ground of aur . bejng accounted 
Huſt. ( 8; ) Tox:Yiag (the \doftrine of Ebiiſls ſatufation, 
W: Pen repeats what he had (aid before in bas Sandy Founda 
(-viw..);;That it is ixreligious,. irrational, Ridiculous, and 
Dangerous. (9. ) Concerning the Reſurreftion of this Body, 
you.have W. Pen's b:lisf' in theſe particulars, ( 1. ) Thar ſuch 
azReſurreftion: is inconfilteat with Scriptures, reaſon, ard 
the-belief-of all men in their wits., Rea). againlt Rail, p, 133 
C2z:) Thar itis an abſurdity beyond that of Tranſubltartia- 
wan, ) p..t34c:; ( 3.) That what the Scripture ſpesks hereof, 
ginotro-be taken jtridly;. as tranſſated, but it 1s to be un- 
__ derftogd with allowances, þ. 135. Ob;orove Readers the diſin- 
dtp bf 1; Pn; 270 at other tires will upbraid un with 
ng fret the Text tg an, Interpretation. And now wh:4 the 
pit. Textuloth pinch bimy . tells us The Scriptures muſt be un- 
aaftood: with: allowances { 4.) That the change which 
all bezis nor of aceidents,bur of Bodies, p. 1 36.. .(5.J "Tis 
&barbarous corceir, p, 138 The two ue central Reads, to- 
gether 


gether with other matters,” in W.Pen*s Book; 1 may give you 2 
more full account of hereafter, and am the rather induced to refer 
the debate of ſome things to another ſeaſon : Becarſe W, Pen ſoge 
wifres, being wow ingaged, be hopes to proſecute the Controverſie 
effeftually. And Ipurpoſe ( if the Lod will) to attend him, 
xot doubting of a good iſſue £ But if he approve aot himſelf more 
honeſt for the future, than bitberto he bath done, be may wiſh be 
bad never conceraed himſelf in fuch a cauſe : For oue of theſe two 
things be will be forced upon, ( 1. ) Either to make a new Creel, 
or elſe (2.) to be defpcrate, and bid open defeance to the Chriſtias 
Relizzon, 

But it may be W. Pen ( atcording to his great folly, and lifile 
wit ) mill ak, as once be did ( imhis winding ſheet, p. 7. ) 
whether my book of 6- or 7, or his of 14 or 15 ſheets,be moſt 
weighty and Argumentative : To which I now anſwer, That 
if Argnments be weigh*d by the zumber of fleets, there as no doubt 
but his will turt the Scales. 

And whereas the Duakers ſeem to take itil, I ſhould bint any 
thing touching thoſe immoralities which are amongſt them ; 1 would 
have you to underftand, that though I do not mecrly from ſuch fail- 
Ines conclude the falſnes of any way or priaciple mpa may pretend 
unto, knowing that great wickedneſs hath ben committed under 
ſprcions and rehgious preteaces ;, yet nevertheleſs, I do believe a 
great difference ought to be put between the Duakers miſcarriages, 
4d the failings of other men, ſo much as doth giveto theirs a 
greater, and /orer Aggravation, If thercfore, they would un 
bear from me, nor others, any more of this ſubgeft, (1,) Let them, 
whilkt they remain gualty of ſuch crimes, diſclaim their pretences 
to In/allibility and peifeftion, (2.) Let them not excuſe ſome of 
their villanies, by pretences to the innocent life (3.) 4nd honeſtly 
con/eſt that as Duakers, they bave thiar infirmitics as well as i 
other men, whom they cſtcem no Chriſtians, (4) And alſo for= _— 
bear to Tilifie Religion, and caſting contempt upon the inſtitutions 
of Jeſus Chriſt, #01 the account of the jailings of any tbat pre= 

' tend to them. And ( laftly } let them ſubmit to a jilt tiyaly in 

order toth? clearing of themietves, not hiding or covering ( as "tis 
 kſnal with them todo) each others iniquitics, W. Pen 3s not 3g- 
' zorant that there are (everal evils, whereof ſundry Duakers ftazl 
' charg*d; | He, and others of them are pleaſed to ſay, they are tyes 
and landers ; If ſo, why do they not accept of this offer, (viz. 
' Thar\the Judgement of thoſe things ( r:ſþ:Giing matters of 
| | faff ) may be referred to twelve dilintereſted, ny” 

oi | an 


and honeſt men, equally choſer; :- And if what hath been 
aid, by way of detraion from them, cannot be. proved, 
to give ſuch ſatisfaRion as thoſe rwelve men ſhall agree 
vpon, provided the Quakers will engage to be ſubjett to the 
like ſentence, in caſe the faileur be 1n them. See Tyrr; de- 
teffed p. 48, 49. Tho'gh this be an hoxeſt, and reaſoiable propo= 
fal ; yet the Duakers are not free to comply with it. *Tis in vain 
therefore {or themifip cry out of wrong aud injuſtice, ſo long as they 
Yfuſe a equal tryal Fucth:rmoxe, though W. Pen bath ſuch 
confid-n' in the Duakers ianocency, as to proclaim, That many 
have defired to retain, and great truſts have been repoſed in 


them 3 where:por he ſeems to challenge any to znſtauce, To whom 


were they falle > Of whoſe ſervice were they negligent > 
Reaf. again't Rail. p. 126. Herein I muſt ſay ( as ſometimes 
fome of his own friends, in other caſes have ſaid of him ) that 
be bath over-ſhot himſelf. For, bs very well knows, to whom 
fome of them have been baſely falſe and unjuſt. Toat there was a 
@ perfon eſtce ned by the Duakers as a friend, of whom W. Pen 
gave this charatter, That he might be intruſted with ones Life. 
Neve'th le, that uiry mas ( notwithſtanding W. Pen*s 81/all;- 
ble judrement ) counterfcited ( like an auvgrateful and ueworthy 
w.ctch ) W. Pen*s hand, took, up 4 conſederable ſumm of money in 
h's name, pret:nding for his uf:, which W, Pen in a little time 
found ( though to his coſt ) to be a meer cheat. He alſo canuot 
be ignorant what great truſts have been y:poſ. d in another eminent 
D-aker : B:t how falſe b: roved to h's truſt, the City and Coun- 
try rings of, *Twere eafre to multiply inftances of this kind,where- 
fore be was (greziouſly fooll'G ts ask ſuch a quiſtion, To whom 
were we falſe > Again, W. Pen himſelf bath been more than once 
accuſed for lying And no other ſatisfafFvon doth he yet 
d2ve, thaw by perſiſting in the ſame ſin, Thave is the following 
Diſ-outſe, detefted him for denying his words in Print, aud for ex- 
cruſrng the eFrors of his friends by wilfull ly:ng, To tho'e many in- 
ſtances o* this his wick:dnefs, let me here add one more, 1: his 
defence of Ed. Burroughs, about the point of perfedt Saubtifiation 
#n this lif? 5 Betells is, (r.) That the Prieſt { as be calls the 
Drerift ) did not ſo muc' ſtrike at the work done in the 
\ Creature, as at the perfc&ion of the principle, by which 
the work ſhoul@ be perfeRed y and that E. B. did not intend 
the work of SanQification, bur the Author, Rea... againſt 
Rail. p. 99. ——— His Conſcien:e muſt be ſcar'd, if be be 
#0? coxvinced, that berem he bach prevaricated, for the queſtion 
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was not wh:ther the Author, but whether the work of Sanftifica® 
tion were 4i: this life perieff, None denies the jerfeftion of the 
Author, therefore *tis creat wicheaneſs in W, Pen to ſay that the 
Duerift did ftrike at this 3 if he be ſo ſilly as to imagine that if 
this were the queſtion, he 3s a man altogeth:r unfit to medale with 
Cantroverſie——But to propoſe oe thing, and Fþ:.k to another alto- 
gether unconcers'd is the queſtion, in a way and manner of 1e4/ots 
ine, peculiar to theſe infallible Quakers, Theſe things ( together 
with the following acconnt ) conſidered , is it not a ſad and 14s 
mentable thing, that the co nmon ſort of Duakers ſhocld be ſo ex= 
cecding weak and crednlous, as to take all for Oracies, and in- 
fallible diftates th:ir Leaders (eſpecially G Fox, Ed. Burrough:, 
and G. Whitehead) ds ſay, whilſt *tis noto 3108s, that for 
Ignorance, Impudence, Blaſpbemy, Nonſence, Equivocation, and 
Deceit, they are ſcarce to be parallel:d by avy antient , or mod ra 
writers ? *Tis true , they have not the l'ke venzration for the 
writings of others, who are bt of later ſtandins amoneſt them, 
I mean W, Pen, &c. of whon, when it bath been demonſtrated 
tothem wherein he hath erred, they will ſay, why doſt thou tell 
1s of W, Pen, He isa heady, raſh young man, we take 20 
notice what be ſaith Acquaint them with the Ike extraua= 
gancies an the writings of the former, they will either peremptorily 
deny they bave ſo written ; or elſe tell us, we underſtand not their 
meautins, Who would not pity the ignorance and wilful blindneſs of 
ſuch a people that thus belzeve ard disbelieve, ac:ording as they 
reſpetF, or diſreſpets the perſon that Freaks ? 

Though 1 impoſe not u)on the belief of any, yit this I do affirm 
3 ſeriouſneſt,that the account Ihave now,and heretofore given of the 
Puakers, is no 0th:r than the very truth, and though it (hoxld not 
prevail with any that are already entangl:d by them ; yet 1 am not 
without hopes, but that it may be of uſe, to prevent others fron 
the like entanglements. The Quakers I keow, are too much like 


_ Jome melancholly people, © who will refuſe all means of relief, as 


ſuppoſing they need th:m not ; Tor ears being ſtopped though preſue 
aire, and their eyes ſealed u by a blind obedience tothe infenuatidus 
of their Leaders, that thty will neither ſee, nor hear the danger of 
that ſtate aud condition whereia they are 3; (uch 1 muſt leave to 
theic amazinatious, -and to br! impoſed upon by their own Rabbies. 
Others th re are, that think Duakeriſme 0'ght not to be approved 
or received, yet ſee not clearly what it u in G—_— that vine 
ders it worthy of dcteſtation, If (uch as theſe will but ſerio:ſly 
conſoder what bath been, and now is offered to them, they = 

#@, 


fed, that "tis not a petty error or. two that is laid to the Duakers 
charge , bt that Puakerilme is ſuch a diſeaſe as endang:1s the 
everchrow of the Chriftian Religion ; and that all their priteures, 
and ſeif-applanding ( as bf they were the non-ſuch of the world 
for wertu:, and goodudt ) 35 but wyder a ma þ, to give Region the 
great(# wound. Moreover, I would intreat ſuch to rememb:y 
W. Pen's canceſſeon, That of that be true, that I have objefted 


\ againſt: they, That a Quaker js quite another thing thana 
iam —_That it 35 tru!, they will find fully proved from his 
ow: #10uth, _ , 

To conclude, W. Pen tells mzz That my head ſhall not gs 
down:to the Graye in peace : And by this I ſhall know, that 
nor a lying or delufive, but a true, and infallible Sp ric hath 
ſpoken by him {ce bis Book, p. 180, 181.——1 muſt take theſe 
words either as 4 predidtian, or as a menace, threatning me with 
ſome miſchief, that either be bimſelf, or ſyne influenced by bim, 
intend to perpetrate won me, The jormer I fear not, baying fpoken 
vothing of tbems, but: what I am certaji to be true, therefore ſhall 
pewer ſee tauſe to: repent thereof. The latter is moſt probable, 
wheyefore # deſire- all, to whom theſe may come, that if at azy 
time they bear of a ny violence off red to me, toremember W, Pen's 


Words concerning ir |. - 


Thomas Hicks. 
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Perceive chou haſt ſeen, Ke. 
examined two former Dia- 
[ogues between a, Chriſtian 
and a.Quaker, what doſt thou 
obje& againſt them? . _ - 
| Quaker. : The chief things 
whereof thoſe Dialogues conx 
ſift,are forgeries and Railing * 
W. Pen. Title page of his Book in anſwer to 
then, 

(br. I am not conſcious to oy 1 ſelf of either, 


mT 71 
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| having objected nothing againſt you therein, but 


what I am neeryoaly perſwaded to betrue. 

Quak. If what thou haſt charged upon us betrue, 
we muſe needs be the worſt andthe moſt imprudent. 
of _ W, Pen's Epiſt. before Real, againſt 

ayl.. -- 
(br. 1 am fo confident of the cruth of thoſe 
Allegitions, that I doubt not to avouch them to 
all impartial men, 

Quak. If tþy Quotations be rrue, Id Sat 
acknowledge that a Quaker is quite another rhing 
than aChriſtian, Ibid. p. 24 +. 

Chr, Artthou well adviſed in what thou ſayeſt # 

. Quak, Were we as thou tepreſents us; the ſea 
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Judgments of the eternal God 
we might juſtly expett to be onr portion. Tbid. p. 4+ 
- Chr. Bur doſt thou indeed believe rhat thoſe 


Quotations in the former Dialogues are forgeries? 


_ I ao 0s 

Chr. -If then I prove, that account given of you 
therein to be true, thou haſt confeſſed that a 
Quakgr is quite another thing than a (hriſtian. 
Now therefore, toevince what I have faid to be no 
forgeries, I ſball reduce the whole charge againſt 


you under thefe two general Heads, ( 1. ) Such 


as reſpect matters of Opinion. (2.) Thoſe things 


*which relate to matrers of fa&. 


ON things refpeting your Qpinions are 
tneic: 
(Ts) That rhe Lisht incvery man'is God and 
ef. =, 

(2. ) That the Soul is God. 
-* (3: ) That Fefas Chrift is not a diſtin petfon 
without us. _ | Lo 
_ K 4+.) That Jeſus Chriſt came to Redeem him- 


( 5+) That the Scriptures are not .a_ Rule of 
faith and*praQice unto Chriftians, 


_ (6.) Tharthe ſpeaking of che Spitit in any is 
| of greater Authority than the Scriptures. ' 


(7+) Thar 4s, no Command tome which God 
hath given'by way of Command to another. 


© (8+) That the Spirit as a Rule both manifeſts 


the promiſes, and exerciſeth faith, _ | 
C9.) That Juſtification; by rha# righteouſneſs 
Which Chriſt fulfilled for us, wholly without us, 
is a doQtrine of Devils.” | 
**C10-) Thar Juftification is by Works. 


C279] That | 


DO Om, SCOOPS, a Fs TONE WE 
Po FF N % 


my. th 


Yo hens 9 Hood 


UI.) That the Dofrine F-, Chrifts (aichet 
on 1s irreligious, irrational, ridiculous, and dan- 
Serous. . | 

(12+) That Chriſt fulfilled the Law, only as 
our example, | 

C13.) That this body which dies, ſhall nor 
be raiſed again. . 

Thoſe things relating to matters of fa are 
theſe; 

( 1.) Your curſing and damning perſons, ; in 
Read of anſwering their ſerions and ſober que: 


tions. 


( 2+) Your manner. of Replying, when you 
donot curſe, ( viz.) we are in the imagination, 


in the darkneſs, and youwityeſs it, 


( 3. ) Your preferring yout Pamphlers before 


the Scriptures. . 


. ) One of you ſaying, We may | burn our 


Bible, and if we haye a thind to have one, may 
make ; as good a One our ſelves; © 


( 5.). Your Intitling God to ſleeyeleſs errands. 
; Thou knoweſt theſe are ſome of the material 
things obje&ed againſt" you, 'whar ſayeſt thou! ro 


them? 


Quak. Ihave roll thee they are forgeties, gre 


| perverſions and ſftumb lings. W, Pen. 


One of us muſt receſſaily be very guiey | 
I am willing to put my {clf to the reſt}, 'and'1f, 


_ pable, freely ro acknowledge it, but if uport tryal 


I proye innocent, the guilt muſt and willftear thy 
door Let us examine the particulars. 
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TE an 
Concerning the Light within. 


Ido fay, that the Quakers affirm the Light in 
every man tobe God, either this is a forgerie, or 
*tis indeed your very opinion. | | 

Quak. Who of us did ever ſay, that the Light 
within is the whole intire God ? W. Pen, Ib. p.7. 
(fr. Ino where expreſs thoſe words, but what 


-doſt thou mean by the whole intire God ? 1s God 


diviſible? muſt we take him into parts, and pieces? 
Ts. one part in one man, and another part in ano- 
ther > Were weakneſs and folly only culpable in 
ſuch replies, they might be lighted But I 
muſt tell thee they are pernicious -- Andthou doft 
therein render thy ſelf and opirtions more deteſt- 


able to judicious and diſcerning Readers. Speak 


honeſtly (cif thou canſt) whether what I ob- 
jet againſt you be a forgery or not, thou doſt bur 
bring an evil report upon'thy ſelf in accuſing me 


for lying, when thou knoweſt in thy own Conſci-| : 
ence ( if it beriot ſeared ). that what I have faid is 
true. BE | 
» Quak. *Tz very diſmgenuoms in thee, from 
. G. Whitehead's py Ave and proving the Divine 
nature of the Light within, to inſinuate that every' 
L eral of the Light in mai is whole God —- 
Tbid. | 


3 a” © | 
Chr. 1f G\ Whitehead aſſerts and ( as tho 


fayeſt) prove the Divine nature of the Light 


within ( viz.. that it is God) doth this confeſlion 


.of the thy,g whereof I accuſe you, prove me a 
HForger ? 'Or is it honeſt'and ingenuous in thee to 
rail at n#e for ſpeaking no more ( as to this point) 


than 
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than what you aſſert and would prove to be ſo? 

| Quak. Tho#' concludes -from G. Whitchead's 
ſaying,” Such. as the cauſe ts, ſuch us the effeh, 
therefore Beaſts and Trees are God, becauſe effetts 
of bis power : Whereas G. Whitehead did not in- 
tend of a meer. potential but a natural eſte, that 55 
ſomething reſulting from the nature, and nat the 
meer power of the Divine life, Men are the na- 
tural offſpring and produtt of men, but ſo are not 
thoſe other things which yet are the effetts of their 
Art and Power, ſo that there needs no trembling. at 
G. Whitehead's blaſphemy but better information 
- mg ignorance, or rebuke of thy wilfull blizdnep. 

Ibid. p. 7, | | 5. 6 
Chr, This acquits me from forgery, The Light 
within (thou ſayeſt ) i not a potential but a na- 
z#ral effe&, which thou illuſtrates thus, Men are 
the natural: Off-ſpring and produ& of men; '&c. 
Though this be true yet 4 :Soz #5. a diſtintt perfor 
from bus Father, hath another diftintt exiſtence. 
Is the Light within ſuch an effeRt > 1s it anethey 


'God? Again, if the Light within be a natural 


effeR, then 'tis a neceſſary efte&,and cannot other- 
wiſe be and that from eternity , but were men. 
from eternity, . in. whom God did thus naturally 
ſhine ? if not, how is the Light within a natural - 
'effe&t 2 Further; - if the Light within be God, 
how can it be aneffet ? Wilt thou ſay that God 
i anatural effe ? *Tis in vain topretend to-in- 
Fallibility whilſt thou talkeſt thus. idly. However. 
this is obvious to the Reader, that the thing where- 
of I accuſe you, is.in truth your Qpinion. 

Quak. Though every meaſure of Light diftinit- 


ly # not that #ntire eternal being, yet we are bold 
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afferent 9 iti ea than God, the follne of of 
al l;ght, who ſearcheth the hearts. and triet the 
Yesnes, "and. tellecth man. bis thoughts. , that aoth 
ſhine into the-inward parts of man, and. Conviice 


bim of ſin ,. reprove for 'it., aud lea ouf ef its 


Ibid, p. 9 —— +. : 
-:. Chr, Thougli thou wilt. not. ale every mea- 
ſure of the Light within to be the. intire eternal be: 
yer. chou-doſt . not deny ;but that it is God, 
The clears me-fromforgery.. .. Bur .if. every mea- 
fure of the. Light within be.not vcbe 3ntire eternal 
being,-then notany. meaſure. of jt»whatſocver is 
:fo. Unleſs thou wilt ſay, that a ſmall meaſure j$ 
buta Creature, and a great meaſure of. it is.God. 
Eanſt thou. imagine. that. thy. meaſuring God.at 
this-rate, ſhonld -paſs for truth againit fiction ? 
If thou doſt-believe:that herein thou wert directed 
by. an.infallible Spirir, I do pity thy folly : Ea 
the Light within+in the leaft .meaſure.is God, 
- a'Creature, or nothing, - Thou wilenot ſay, . Tis 
. the 'intire God —- 1-hou- dareft :not ſay, 'Tis 2 
Creature. It muſt -then-be nothing. . Might noc 
thy time and abilities have been better improved 
than in-conrending-for that! which is neither God 
nov & Creature 7 © IG 
© - For the other part -of thy. Diſcourſe, ( vize ) 
fat -God ſearcheth the heart, - &c. who denies 
-it > But what is this to the main- point:? Is this 
*conſequence good, that becauſe-God ſearcheth the 
"heart, therefore the common' Light in every man's 
God ? Surely no man, except -one under: the polw- 
er of. deluſion, would thus -reafon.- - - 
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theſe miſtakes:/ (' 1. )- Thou" thfers from 
mans being ignorant of all, he ought'to know, ats 


. snability.inthe-Laght to 1nform lim. ( 2.) From 


Chriſt being the Light. that: enlightens every man, 
every' mans having. the whole. Chriſt in hin, 


L ( 3.) From our aſſerting God and: Chriſt to-bs 


one. Our denying of Chriſts. outward perſon and 
bodily appearance - at Jeruſalem; See Dial. p. 3, 
4; 5; 6, 7, and 14. And Cont. p.41. Either 
thou ſhould underſtand better what thou writes 
againſt us, or leave off writing. Ibid: p. 9. 

(br. In theſe parriculars thou doſt either weak- 
ly: or wilfully miſtake: me and\my concluſions 
This I didfay, and do ſtandby, That the Light © 
within knows not all things : therefore *tisnor - 
God. Whetri thou proves it.doth know all things, * 
I hallconfeſs my miſtake. Till then I muſt remain 
in my preſent belief: of: the contrary. Touchin 
the ſecond; - thus I' inferred, That if the Ligbe 
3n every man be the true and very Chrift, then 
there is no.other (hriſ#, and every man haththe. 
true Chriſt within him; If the firſt be true, the 
latter. muſt'be ſo:alſo, how then am I miſtaken? 
( 3. ) From your afſerting God and Chriſt to be: 
one, thou ſayeſt I infer your denying of. Chriſts 
outward perſon or bodily appearance , referring 
me to ſeyeral Pages inthe Dralognes. Wherein. 
thou haſt. bewrayed thy inadvertency, for there 
1s no ſuch thing -in any of thoſe places. Thus I. 
did Quere, Whether Chrift-be not a diſtinf'perſon- 
without us ? To which G. Whitehead had the cons. 
fidence to Reply, Jeſus Chrift a per ſon without us, 
i not Seripture language but rhe Anthropomor-, 


. phites and Mugletonians. Whereuponl did ask, 
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again, -If Chriſt were not a perſon without us? 
Who or what is Jeſus Chriſt > Hereunto I had an 
- Anſwer from .thy ſelf, that God #5 Chriſt, And 

_ alſo from F. Naylor, and R. Hubberthorne, That 
zt is the Ligbt 12 you. 1 did then ( with good 
reaſon ) Quere, Whether the Light in you were a 
perſon ? Whether. it was the. very San of God? 
And whether it did die at Feruſalem ? To none of 
theſe things doft thou give any ſolid Anſwer : 
But whilſt chou art accuſing me of miſtakes, doft 
forget miſtakes, and thencry out, Can any thing 
be more injurious to a people —— . 
. Quak. Z» ſhort,” We are willing to let the Con- 
troverſie lie here, (Viz. ) That the Quakers pro- 
mote and aſſert, that the Life of God, which ts the 
Light of men, with which every man s enlighten- 
ed, 4 ſufficient to ſalvation. Ibid. p. 9, 10 -—-. 
' +». (br. This is the Controverſie between us, 
Whether the meer common Light in every man be 
ſufficient to lead usto ſalvation. That every man: 
hath a Light within him is not denyed. Thar it 
ought to be obeyed, is granted * But that it is God 
or Chriſt, or ſuſficient of it. ſelf ro guide usto 
Salvation, I dodeny, and expetthy proof. —- 
; Quak. .Tht cuts the throat of thy whole deſign, 
for by the ſame Reaſon, that they who obey the 
lawful, commands of Magiſtrates, Parents, or 
Aaſters, are reputed good Subje&s,' Children, and 
Servaiits :': So theſe who obey the Light, are the 
good Sub,eftts and Children of 'Ged, And as the 
one by obedience ao eſcape puniſhment, and obtain” 
good will, favour, and recompence': ſo thoſe who 
ptey the Light do obtain favour, love,” and the.rc-: 
tompence of the reward of righteonſnef. Tbp.10:--. | 


Chr. 
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-. Chy. This: concludes not the queſtion in' Con- 
troverſie, therefore can be no prejudice to me. 
I confeſs the Light within ought tobe obeyed , 
and fo ought the lawful commands of Magiſtrates, 
Parents, and Maſters, from whence thoy boldly 
( like thy ſelf ) concludes to the ſulhgiency of the 
meer-Light-within. - 

. Such extravagancies as theſe do ordinarily at- 
tend thy peculiar Genius, where proof 15 defettive 
thou begs the queſtion, and triumphs in thy own 
confidence, which a modeſt man would not do. 

_ ?Tisrrue, that God approves of Children, Sub- 
js, and Servants, that do ſincerely obey the law- 


ful commands of their Superiours : For in ſo do-- 


ing, they do his Will, and what he obligeth them ' 
unto. Will it follow therefore, thattheir meer 
commands are ſufficient to guideus to Salvation. 
Tis alikein conſequent that from mens. obeying the 
Light within, and becauſe in ſo doing they do well, 
that therefore this meer Light 1s ſufficient to lea& 
us to Salvation———— Thus thou makes a great 
noiſe to no purpoſe. — | | 

.» Cuak. Thou canfounds the Light ( 1.e. the 
Light within ) and. the Creature together, con- 
oluding imbecillity; inſufficiency, and ignoronce in 
the.-Light, -whicb.are the. imperfettions of the- 
Creature, Is anything more ſcoffing aud prophavie 
thanthis ? Might not the Gentiles ' have treated: 
rhe Chriſtians after this manner , that if they 
knew not all things," therefore the ((briſt they pre- 
tended to, was not God? Ibid. p.1l1. 

- Chr. Here again thou bears witneſs ro my inno- 
cency incharging.you with this Opinion, that rhe 
Light inevery man is God, Tor thoudiſiingu'(h- 
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eft itfromrhe; Creature; concluding-there is nei- 

ther imbecillity,. inſufficiency, - nor ignorance in 
the Liglit, coſequently'i3 muſt be God, Certain« 
ly thou forgot thy deſign. fignified in thy Ti- 
tle page.., For inſtead of proving my Allegations 
fitions, . thou doft openly (though: unhappily ) 
avouch them. And whereas thou: queries, whe 
ther the Gentiles might not havetreated the Chri- 
ſhans after this manner ? I Anſwer, in no wiſe: 
for: the Chriftians never aſſerted the Light within 
them to be' God, as you do. -- 

- Quak. *"Tiz:impious ( in thee) to' charge: mens 
znfirmities upon the Light, and repute that inſuf- 
freient becauſe they are rebellios , Education, 
prejudice, intereſt, ſelf-righteonſneſ#, and evil 
ting brings a veil over their underflandings, 
that though the Light ſhine tn darkneſs, yet they 
comprebend it nor. Ibid. p. 12. 

Oe. Whether you-or T be guilty ef'this charge, 
Ffhall fubmir to-the Readers Judgement. To de- 
ny the payment of juſt Debts, is, no doubt, an 
mfirmity: But to pretend a revelation from the: 
_ Light, to! juſtifie ſuch a denial ( as 7 affirm, and 
am able to prove' ſome of you: have done ) this 
confeſs 1s tmpious. To take long Journeys tono: 
- purpole is an infirmity : But to entitle the Divine: 
Aajeftre thereunto, us impiomw. To warrant: 
Curſing, Railing, and Lying to be from God: 
( 4s thou W. Pen doſ#, p. 164. ) 1s 2 great 1n- 
tirmity : But to add, as thou: alſo doſt, Ry the- 
ſenſe of the eternal Spirit , thou: doſt declare , 
That ( ſuch Curfing, Railing, and Lying ) was 
the only fit anſwer to be given to ſuch trappanning 
queſtion, Thi « bighly impious. For 4 man 

| | to 
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to fay (4 ont oþyonr' chief Prophets bath) that 
ſuch 'as rake up*a' Command from the Scriptures, 
2r2 ih the Witchcraft, is certainly an infirmity : 
Bit.to pretend' Order and Hithority from the 
Spirit of the living God, ſo to ſpeak is impious 
wich, a wirneſs. See Byurrough's works, p. 96: 
comp.” With p. 105. — For any to be [guilty of 
Uncteannefs, is' an infirmity. — But thus to 
excule it, ( 2s ſome of your friends have done ) 
Whar if God wilt have ir fo, 07 that this is the 
mmmocedt life : \ Thisis horridly iniptous. Many 
inſtances of this kiti& 1 could produce: 
Theſe may ſliffice 'ro prove the Quakers emi- 
ntily Suiley 'of this crimination. - However, 
though all this be true” ( as Tam fureit is) yetthou 
tells me I. may not therefore repute the Light in- 
Tulbcient ; but ebntfnde thir you ate Febe lows 
Education, prejudice, intereſt, ſelf-vighreouſneſ, 
or. evil kving bath brought a weil over your un- 
derſtandings, "that chaigh the Light ahoth ſhine, 
; 7 JoX comprehend. it not, If thou, haſt ſuch a 
I t'2s\thyu Prefetids to, that immediately in- 
forms thee of thy words, thoughts, and ations, 
"and that gives thee true direftions what to do, and. 
what tg leave nundone : Why then haſt thou pub- | 
iſhed ſo many Wilfull untruths, 2s will plaznly 
Hppeat Tor tlry Book hovr yader examinations Ei- 
Fl oF 'tis nor true that thou haſt ſuch a ſufficient 
Lip 1BY tireQin thee as thou fancies, or elſethou 
'att "rebellious , prejudice, intereſt, ſelf-righteouſ- 
: ep, 'or evil Irving bath brought a veil upon thy 
mind, Thou ſeeft to what a Dilemma thou haſt 
brought thy ſelf ' . - ' Either to confeſs the'inſuf- 
"ictericy of that which thou calls the Light in'thee , 
or 
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or thy own rebellion, -or..(- which is worſe ) to 
charge thy wickedneſs upon- the Light. ' It-the 
( 1. ) thou wilt overthrow:that which thou .con- 
tends for. If the ( 2. ) thou wilt bring thy pre- 
rences to perfection into queſtion. If the. ( 3.) 
that is confeſſedly impious. Fs. 
Quak. 1s it net 4. groſs contradiltion in thee to 
ſay, The Light ought tobe obeyed, and yet ta; ſay, 
I: led Saul to perſecute the Chriſtians. Tbyp. 12.-- 
Chr. That the Light did lead Sax/ to perſecute 
the Chriſtians ,; are none of my words, See 
Dial. p. 8, 9.. My queſtion there was this, Whe- 
ther the Light in Saul did reprove him for perſe- 
cuting the Ehurch 2 - Doth not he ſay, He verily 
thought he. ought to do many things againſt the 
name of Feſus of Nazareth, &c. Further. I 
there did and do now again demand an inſtance 
among the many thouſands of mankind, that hath 
been convinced or.reproved for not believing Jeſzes 
robe the Chriſt, by the megr common Light with- 
Quik, I may well ſuppoſe that as many haue 
jp roved. Ar not AER Feſus to be the 
Chrift by the Light within, as by the Scriptures, 
EET ia EG... 
Chr. What figniftes thy ſuppoſition'-? - Canſt 
thou produce one 1nftance, or. give me any _con- 
yincing reaſon to prove it ? _=_— 


. _ Quak. Yea, my reaſons aretheſe, ( 1.) Thoſe 
who crucifie. bim were admirers of the Scriptures, 
and pretended to' prove out of their own Law. that 
it was both lawful and neceſſary he ſhould be pat 
to death, Whereas had they brought that Deedto 
the Light, the Light would have ſhewn aha 

| ce 
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have been wrought in God : Which the Scriptures 
without that Light could not effefually des 
Ibid. p. 13: | RL. 
- (br. This reaſon is not cogent, being not in 
the leaſt ſerviceable to the deſign for which it is 
urged. The moſt that can be made of it, is this, 
That the Light within will convince a man that 
Murder is a Sin. Admit this, will it neceſſarily 
follow chat a man may be reproved by this com- 
mon Light within, for mor believing Jeſus to be 
the Chriff? But further, that. the Reader may 
underſtand the yenome and poiſon that is couched 
in this reaſon, let ir be conſidered, . Thou ſayſt 
they who Crucified Chriſt were admirers of the 
Scriptures, and pretended to prove out of their 
own Law, that it was both lawful and neceſſary 
Chriſt ſhould be put to death, Intimating an in- 
ſufficiency in the Scriptures to convince them that 
Murder was a Sin — - And morethan ſo, The 
Scriptures did rather countenance them in ſo do- 
ing : For, ſayſt thou, Had they brought that 
Deed to the Light, it would have ſhewn it not to 


have been wrought zn God, which is as much as to 


ſay, the Scriptutes did rather juſtifie than con- 


demn themiin tha fat. W. Pen. Is this reaſon 


againſt railing ? Doſt thou thus purge thy ſelf 


and friends trom having diſhonourable thoughts of 


the Scriprtares? ro lay the fin of man-at their 


door. O impious man, urely prejudice, intereſt, 


or evil living bath blinded thy mind, otherwiſe 
chou might eaſily ſee that the defect was notin the 


Scriptures, but.in themſelves, in not attending to 


what was therein d-livered, wherein Murder is 
peremprorily. forbidden — This reaſon _ 
\ of M re 
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fore wilitates ,' \againſt' thyſelf, nor me. What 
Furcher canftithauſay? : - |. | 
Quak. They who by Scriptures came to quy cari- 
vmcement, Originally recerved it from the reve- 
lation of the Light within -——- p,13,——— * 
- Chr, If ithofe. who received any convincement 
of this ſin. (/37.0t. believing: Feſus ta be the Chriſt) 
had it originally:from the Light within, how came 
-chey tobe convinced. by the-Scriptures 2 If by the 
Scriptures, how . was.it originally fromthe Light 
within: 2 + This. reaſon. wants a_reaſon to prove it 
ſelf to- be-true. That: any. were. convinced, by 


4his commory Light for not believing Feſws to. be 


the Chriſt,  Idodeny,. and:require.an inſtance of 
one- perſon that. was firſt . convinced of this fin 
meerly bythis common Light. within, - Thy bold 
and confident Dicates..-will not paſs. with me nor 
others for a Reaſon , - If. thou. haſt any. thing fur- 
ther to-urge to conclude the point in queſtion, let 
mehear it. _ _ | 5 EN 
Quak."Peter, eAndrew, Nathaniel, the (en- 
thrion, 8. confeſſed. him. from the Illuminatian 
and operation of - the Light within, p.13. 
- Chr, That they did confeſs Jeſus Chriſt from a 


-peculiar diſcovery and reyelation of che Dofrine 
<oncerning-him, ro their underſtandings, I do free- 


4y-grant. - Bur that-.chey 'did this fromthe meer 
Humination of that - common- Ligbt which all men 
7 it lies upon thee 

o-proveit, - if thou canſt, :Thou confounds Ob- 
geitive' Light, or-.that which « revealed to men, 
and that Subjettive common Light in them, toge- 
her, as it they were one and the fame, __ 
Again to conclude hence, becauſe God doth. 
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by.ſpecial revelation make known Jeſus Chriſtto 
men : Arid becauſe whatever. makes. manifeſt-is 
Light, that therefore this peculiar: revelation and 
Light, is the-common Light in-every man, is.a 
conſequence that I believe-none-but ſuch who are 
infatuated, and are enemies to right-reaſon would 
dare to infer. For thou might as well -argye 
becauſe the light of the Sun will manifeſt di- 
vers things, therefore it will every thing, even 
the things ot-another World. This common Light 
within will (I confeſs ) manifeſt much, but will 
it meerly of ir ſelf reveal this to any man, ther 
Feſws 1s the Chriſt ? If not, thy ſuppoſition 4s 
no more thana vain, preſumptuous, -and abſurd 
imagination. If ir will, why doſt thou not give 
an itſtance of one that hath been convinced hereof 
only by chis common Light ? 

(uak. Thou ſaiſt, that the Light in us being 
much of it borrowed from the Scriptures, re- 
proves for thoſe ſms which the common Light in 
all men will not; Which us great wickedneſi : For, 
*tis to ſay the Light within will not reprove for all 
ſin. Ibid. p. 14. 

Chr. Thou takes it for granted that this com- 
mon Light will reprove for all ſin reprovable.in the 
Scriptures : But thou offers no demonſtration, 
Were it as true in itſelf ( as it ſeems to be-inthy 
vain imagination _) it would not be difficult to 
produce one inſtance amongſt the many thouſands 
of mankind that hath been convinced, weerly by this - 

Common Light , for not believing Jeſus to be the 
Chrift. You Quakers, ſince you have repro-. 
bated the Scripture from being your Rule ( che 
. - Txght whereof would and doth reprove for this ſin ? 

and 
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and given up your ſelves to the immediate 24.1;- 

ons, Government, and condutt of the Light with- 

3n, have arrived to this degree of wickedneſs, to 


deny Feſus Chriſt to be a diſtin perſon without 


you ; to contemin and bid defianice to his holy In- 
fticurions; and are tothe diſcerning eye of Judi- 
cious Chriſtians under the Rizle and dominion of 
ſpiritual Pride,” Hypocriſie, and Unbelief, and all 
this without any inward checks. Either then theſe 
are no fins, or the Light you follow is not, that 
perfett Light you talk, of, or you are rebellious, 
prejudite, intereft, or evil living hath blinded 
your minds ;; or ele theſe defefs muſt be charged. 
( as but too often you are ready ts do ) upon the 
Light in you, which you call God, And fo ren- 
der your ſelves juſtly abhorrent to all ſober Chri- 


| ftians and men, But a further account of the in- 


ſufficiency of this common Light to reprove for 
all fin; thou maiſt meer with hereafter. Mean 
time let me hear what thou canft ſay to this 
Points ———- , x | 

Quak.. Whatever # to be attained or erijoyed 
within, s, Originally and chiefly aſcribeable to 
the diſcoveries, Cconvittions, and leadings of the 
Light of Chriſt within through every Generation, 
how variouſly ſoever this principle hath been de- 
nominated. As the Word of God nigh, Wiſdom, 
Light, and Spirit, under the Old :. And Light, 


Grace, Truth, Chriſt, Spirit, and Anouiting,' 


#1ndey the New Teſtament. Tbid. 14. — | 
Chr; Thou diQates confidently , but proves 
nothing.” I do deny that whatever is to be known 
and enjoyed of God and Chirft in this and another 
World, is chiefly and originally om 
| cls 


_— 
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- | this common Light within: Tf thou could} de- 


monſtrate this, ir would put an ifſue to agreat 
part of the Controverſie between us: | 
Again, thou art pleaſed to ſay ( and 'ti no 
more but thy ſaying ) that this principle or Light 
within, hath been variouſly denominated, as the 
Word of God nigh, Wiſdom, Light Spirit, under the 
Old : And Light, Grace, Chriſt, Spirit, and 
Anointing, under the New Teſtament. Herein 
thou ſpeakeft that which is not true : For, where 
ts this common Light, called Chriſt, Spirit, or 
Anointing ? Art thounot aſhamed to obtrude ſuch 
falſhoods upon the World? And albeit thou in the 
Pride of thy heart flatters thy ſelf wirh an Opint- 
on of Infallibility ; yet men are not ſuch ideots as 
to be concluded in their belief herein, upon thy 
preſumptuous ditates; Is it not ſufficiently er- 
roneous to affert the Light in wy man to be 
God, but wouldſt thou thy ſelf alſo be a God to 
»men ? For ſhame either prove what thou ſaift, or 
leave off writing, | 
 Quak. This Argument ſprings in my mind for 
the Divinity and ſufficiency of the Lights If 
God be Divine and ſufficient to Salvation, and the 
Word be God, and the life of the Word, one with 
the Word ; and the life of the Word, the Light of 
men; then the Light of men is Divine and ſuſſict- 
ent to Salvation, But God is Divine, &c. Theres 
fore I conclude, the Light of men,which u the life 


| of the Word, is Divine and ſufficient to Salvation. 


Ibid. p. 15. | | 
(br. Owhat profound Divinity, and exquiſite 


 Logick is this ! a meer form of reaſoning by taul- 
 tiplied prepofitions and in ambiguous terms, w_ 


—_ © , 


fit for a Rhetorical Haratgue gs than a ſoli d 
Argument to prove the great Article of thy Faith 


and Religion... An Argument not to be cleared 


from being a ſandy foundations Wherein the 
principal Agent, Cauſe, Efficient, and Ordinary 
means are confounded and huddled together. In 
che Argument,” thou haſt reſpe& to rwo things - 
( 1. ) The End, (Viz, ) Salvation. ( 2.) The 
means conducing. thereunto, the Light within---- 
Wilt thou dare to ſay, The End and Means are 
oneand the ſame ?:; If thou doſt, thou talkeſt like 
one deftitute of Reaſon. If they be diſtint, I 
querie, How ean God himſelf the Divine Eſſence, 
be called a Means'? Thy Argument therefore is 
both fallacious, and not concluſive of the Point 
' In queſtion, Fallacious, - becauſe that which is 
fpoken in the firſt, ſhould exactly be the ſubject 
of the ſecond propoſition, and ſoon to the end, 
Each propoſition affirmative and neceffarily de- 
pending on. the next foregoing. That what is 
ſpoken in the laſt, being joyned to the ſubject of 
the firſt, ſhould-make the Concluſion.---(2.) Not 
concludent, becauſe- if the whole propoſitions 
were right, yet thy concluſion it ſelf doth nor 
Teach the plainterms of the queſtion : Whichic 
. ought to do,& run thus;therefore the common light 
-n everyman i God, and ſufficient to ſave ever 
-one of them. Than which nothing is more falſe 
-and dangerous : Inaſmuch, as God hath by Chriſt 


fuperadded the Light of Divine Revelation unto 
144 ; exatting and expetting our ſincere belief and 
* obedience thereof accordingly, and threatning the 
- contrary with damnation. Therefore it concerns 


' chee 30 review thy Argument and to pur it ( | 
| 


a Chaiſian andaNuaker. ac 


thau canſ# ). into a better form, before thou urge ir 
"in a matter of ſo great importance to the Souls o f 
men. _. | SS ts 
*Tis true, in him was life, that is, life was, 
and is originally and formally in him, as in the 
| Fountain. Will it therefore follow, that the life 
| he communicates ro created beings, is the Divine 
. Eſſence ir ſelf > If ſo, then every living Creature 
is God as well as the Light within. To conclude, 
all thy Difcourſe about the Divinity and ſufficiency 
of the common Light in every man, efteually 
Quits me from forgery in telling the World, The 
Quakers affirm theLight in every man to be God, 


Concerning the Soul of Man, 


Chr. I do ſay, that G. Fox affirms that the 
Soul of man is part of Gods being, without begin- 
ning, and infinite. Which is as much as to ſay, 
the Soul is God, Whar faiſt thou t» this 2 

Quak. What ſo baſe and irreligions as this. 
perverſion? Men nor Devils could never ſtudy our 
wrong more than thou baſt done. Chriſtianity us 
abſurd by ſuch Tradiicers, and Gods Spirit grieved 
by ſuch injuſtice, I would not uſe the worſt of 
men nor Devils at this unequal rates Thou both 
miſcites our words. and abuſeſt the true meauing 
of what t truly cited. Tbid. 65. 


Chr. The mark thou aimeſtat ( I preſume ) is 
to fix a reproach upon me ; but I doubtnor to 
fnake it evident that herein thou doſt only foam 
out thy own ſhame. Wherein haye I miſcited 
your words, or abuſed the true meaning of whar 
1s truly cited 2 | | 


( | 
on 


Cz Quak, 


'20 A Dialogne between 
|  Quak- G.' Fox ſaith thu, God breathed ints | 


main the breath of Life, and he became a living 


Soul, and 15 not this of God, and of his being ? 


"'Js not this which came out from God, part of 


God? &c; Where nothing can well be clearer | 


” than that G. Fox zntends the Divine Life, Power, 
and Pertue, by which Adam inSoul came to live to 


God ; canft thow ſay then that thou haſt cited | 


 G: Fox aright, hardened man | p. 66: 


great King and Prophet, G. Fox ; though what 
thou haſt {aid wHl not relieve him : Thou wri 


as if thou hadft forgotten to be both rational and 


honeſt at once. © Could 1 imagine that thy ſelf 
doſt really believe the conſtruQien thou haſt here 
&lven, to be the true and proper meaning of 


G. Fox's words, I ſhould pity thee, as one whole | 


affetion hath baffled thy judgment. Bur-to reCti- 
fie thy miſtake, at leaſt preſerve the Reader from 
.that abuſe thou wouldſt put upon him, I ſhall quote 
G. Fox's words at length, together with the occa- 
fion.of them, and ſubmit it to1mpartial and judici- 
. ous men, to judge whether I have either miſcited 
his words, or abuſed his meaning. 6G. Fox ( ir 
bis great myſterie, p. go) in anſwer to one that 
faid, There is a_ kind of infiniteneſs in the Soul, 
yep it cannot be infiniteneſs in ut ſelf ; ſpeaks thus, 
Is not the Seul without beginning, coming from 
Goa, returning into God again, who hath it in 
his hand, and Chriſt the power of God,the Biſhop of 
The. Soul, which brings it up #nto God, which came 
out from him,bath this a beginning or ending ? and 
$:nat this infinite in it F. 
= | more 


- Chr. Thy invention ( | perceive ) was ſretch- | 
<£[ to the utmoſt, to help ( at this dead lift ) your | 


— —_- Toavefyws eff. ic. . ac: 


My ky as), A.%, %, Gif ran ep pn nes © 


elf ? C:nany thing be } 


 Biſkop of the Divine Power, and lite 2-— Yet is 


a Chiiſtian andaNuaker, ax 


| moreclear than, thatthe Sel isthe ſubje& of the 


Diſcourſe, and not the Divine Power, Life, aud 
Pertne, as thou infinuates, —— 5 

Again, G. Fox tells us ( in the forecited book. 
P- 29+.) that Afagnmu Byne faith, The Soul is not 
Infinite in it felf, but it is a Creature. And R. Baxter 
Tich,”Tis a ſpiricual ſubſtance ; whereunto G, Fox 
replies, conſider what a condition theſe call'd 


| Miniftersare in, They ſay, that which is a ſpiritue 
, | al ſubſtance is not infinite in it ſelf, but a (rea- 
| ture, That which came out of the (reator, and 


7s in the hand of the Creator, which brings it u 


| #0 the Creator again, that 1s infinite in it ſelf. 
{ What can be more evident than this, that the Soul 


is the very, ſubje& under conſideration, and nor 
the Divine Power, &c, But if every ſpiritual 
ſubſtance be infinite in it ſelf (- as Fox concludes ) 


| Theneither there are no Angels, or Angels are no 


ſpiritual ſubſtances, or if they be ſpiritual ſub= 
ſtances, they are no Creatures, but infinite in 
themſelves; and conſequently as many Angels as 
there are, ſo many Gods there muſt be. Take one 
inſtance more_ ( Great myſterie, p. 100.) The 
"Quakers axe accuſed for ſaying, there is no Scrip- 
ture that ſpeaks of a humane Soul, and for affirme 
ing, that the Soul is taken up into God, Hereunto 
G. Fox thus Anſwers, God breathed into man the 


breath of Life, and he became a living Soul, and 


is not this which cometh out from God, which is 
#n Gods hand, part of God, from God, and to 
God again ? Which Soul ( obſerve) Chriſt the 


. power of God 55 the Biſhop of; 1s not this of bis 


Being ? Can Fox here intend thar' Chriſt 5s the 


55 9a Utwehn © 
He as abſurd in calling Chriſt the Biſhop of the Soul ; 
For if the Soul be part of Gods being { as he af- | 
fixms it is ) and -if Chrift be God, then one part | 


% 


Ui " God miiſt be Biſhop over another, . 


: when Er, 
*  Tſuppoſe theſe inſtances are ſufficient to clear me | 
inthe minds of unprejudiced men from that where; 
of thou accuſeſt me, "If thou haſt any thing far- | 


ther to ſay, that” may convi& nie of perverting | 


WC AO "FOR ox o "> ng ww 


G. Fox's meaning, let me hear it. 
. "Quak. All that can be concluded from Ge Fox's | 
words 35s this, That God inſpired man with ſome- | 
zbitig of bis own ſubſtance, beſtowed ſomething of 
his own Divinity upon him. That God did inſpire | 
an with the Holy Ghoſt, This us as much as can 
be collefted from what G. Fox hath ſaid concerning 
man ;, yet thou like an ungodly perſon, infers that 
2h ont of man is of Gods Being and Subſtance. | 
"Thi 566, £F »,c B- we og FATE A FP 7. «h 4 &, 
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©. Chr, Theſe cenſures that drop ſo frequently 
from thy mouth, can be no other, than the breath- 
ings of a diſtempered mind, Thou <onfefſeſt, -it 
Tnay be concluded from G. Fox's words, that God 


J 
<d :nſfire man with ſomething of | his own Sub- bp 
ſtance, beſtow ſomething of his own Divinity up- 
on him, If G. Fox is to beynderſtood to ſpeak 
with referefice to the.Soul, of which the queſtion 
1s, then my .Inference is natural apd proper, 
( viz.) that the Soul is of Gods TabPance, and 
part of Gods being. Since then thou haſt miſcar- 
ried in thy entexprize, Iet me hear what G. White- 
head can "7 to excule this great Prophet G. Fox. 
© Quak. G. Fox ſpeaks of the original Life of 
mans Soul, when he ſaid, is not that of Ged,l. 
which came out from God, (viZ.) the breath of 
"43 Rr oe RG . F 

: | | Life, 
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a Chaiſtian and a Miaker. + 23 


Life, his words are perverted and mi(cited by thee. 
G. Whitehead's Append. to. Reaſ.- again{t Rail. 
P- 14. —— -' EGI 4 
Chr. Let the Reader. judge:that. (he having 
G. Fox's words at length before him ) the matter 
in queſtion in-every place zs the Soul not the Divine 
Power, Should {Fox intend. the Jatter, then thou 
accuſeſt him of deceir and: falſhood - ( thy. own 
raigning ſim-) but this G.: Fox could nor mean, 
For, none denfes-:the Creator to be God, This 
was not the -Obje&tion againſt you. . Either then 


| -G, Fox Anſwers to the Qbjection, or ſpeaks to 
| another thing, If to another: thing, then- no 


Anſwer, but a meer piece of::Legerdemain. If to 
the queſtion; ' as is manifeſt he. doth, then my:ac- 
cuſation ſtands in force againſt you, Rr 

Quak. But:G. F. 3n another conſideration and 
ſtate, owns'the infinite Being of God, and the 
Soul or Spirit of man tobe aiftintt Beings : Whey e 
he ſpeaks of the Soul being. m geath,. intranſ= 


- greſſion , &C, This. he could never intend or 
"ſpeak. of the infinite, incorruptible Being of God, 
' for that never ſinned. G. Whitehead, Ib. — 

(br, This helps not G. Foxinthe leaſt, unleſs 
' it muſt be ſuppoſed: (which. is not.) thar it's impoſ- 
ſible for him to contradict himſelf, *Tis true, 
| he ſpeaks off the - Souls heing in Death, but thou 
- betrayeſt him'in ſaying, *Tis-in another conſidera- 
tion and ſtate : Implying that in ſome conſiderati- 


on he might affitm the Soul ro be part of Gods 
A, man . by the Spirit 
( faith Fox ) may diſcern where the ſeed 15-312 
Death, and where 'tis not in Death. And where 


"the Soul is living, and where it 3s in Death. 


C 4 Obſerve, 


- oo Fark Sos nun 

2 A Dfalodite between 
Heas abſurd in calling Chriſt the Biſhop, of the Soul } 
Tot if the Soul be part of Gods being ( as he af- 
firmsit is ) and-if Chrift be God, ther oe part 
of God miſt be Biſhop over another, . . EE oo 
*”-T ſuppoſe theſe inſtances are ſufficient to clear me 
I3nthe minds of unprejudiced men from that where 
of thou accuſeſt me, "Tf thou haſt any thing far- 


ther to ſay, that may convi&t nie of perverting | 


. 


G. Fox's meaning, let me hear it. 


© "Quak. All that can be concluded from G. Fox's 
words 1s this, That God inſpired man with ſomes | 


thitig of bis own ſubſtance, beſtowed ſomething of 
bis.own Divinity upon him, That God did inſpire 
man with the Holy Ghoſ}, This us as much as car 


be colletted from whai G. Fox hath ſq1d concerning 


an , yet thou like an ungodly perſon,  infers that | 
the Soul of man is of Gods Being and Subſtance. | 


WO66.- Eh =... 
©. Chr. Theſe cenſures that drop ſo frequently 
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from thy mouth, can be no other than the breath- 
ings of a diſtempered mind. Thou <onfeſſeſt, /it 
may be concluded from G. Fox's words, that God 


"did -nſpire man with ſomething of” his own Suk-| R 


ſtance, beſtow ſomething of his own Divinity up- 
on him, If G. Fox is to beunderſtood to ſpeak 
with referefice to the.Soul, of which the queſtio! 
1s, ' then my .Inference is' natural apd proper, 
(viz.) that the Soul is of Gods*ſubſtance, and 
part of Gods being. Since then thou haſt miſcar- 
ried in thy entefprize, Iet me hear what G. White- 
head can ſay to excuſe this great Prophet G. Fox. 


*  Quak. G. Fox ſpraks of the original Life .of 


mans Soul, when he ſaid, 1s not that of God,}, : 
which came out from God, (viz. the breath of| 


Life, 
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Life, his words are perverted and 'mi(cited by thee. 
G. Whitechead's Append. to. Reaſ.- again{t'Rail. 
« I4s | To NS 5 

: Chr. Ler the Reader. judge:bat. (he having 
G. Fox's words at length before him ) the matter 
in queſtion in-every place 2s the Soul.not the Divine 
Power. Should [Fox intend the Jatter, then thou 
accuſeſt him -of deceit and: falſhood - ( thy. own 
raigning ſin-) 'but this G.: Fox £0uld nor mean, 
For, none denfes-/the Creator to be God. _ This 
was not the -Obje&ion againſt you. . Either then 
-G, Fox Anſwers -to the Qbjection, or ſpeaks to 
another thing, If to another. thing, then no 
Anſwer, bur a meer piece of:;Legerdemain. If to 
the queſtion; ' as is manifeſt he. doth, then my:ac- 
cuſation ſtands in force againſt you, 2% 
Quak.. But:G. F. 3n another conſideration and 
ſtate, owns'the infinite Being of God, and the 
Soul or Spirit of man to be diftnith Beings : Where 
he ſpeaks of the Soul being. m death, intranſ- 


- preſſion , &C. | This. he copld never intend or 
"ſpeak, of the infinite, incorruptible Being of God, 
" for that never finned. G. Whitehead, Ib. —- 
© (br, This helps\ not G. Foxinthe leaſt, unleſs 
- it muſt be ſuppoſed; (which. is not.) that it's impoſ- 
fible for him to contradict himſelf, *Tis true, 
| he ſpeaks off the - Souls keing in Death, bur thou 
- betrayeſt him'in ſaying, *Tis-in another conſidera- 
- tion and ſtate : Implying that in ſome conſideraxi- 


on he might affirm the Soul ro be part of Gods 
Aman ; by the Spirit 
( faich Fox ) may diſcern where the ſeed 15:11 
Death, and where 'tis not in Death, And where 


"the Soul is living, and where it is in Death. 


C 4 Obſerve, 
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Obſerve, he ſpeaks the ſame of the Seed as he 
doth of the. Soul. | The Seed he elſewheretells, 
5s the hope Chriſt, and tis that which hath beer, 

' laden as a Cart with Sbeaves by the ſinger, y.324.-- 
So that whilſt youpretend to acknowledge Chri/# 
- fo be God, and therefore Incorruptible and Infinite, | 
yet in another conſideration and 'ſKate, Chriſt the 
. Seed may be [ſaid to be in Death : 'Evenſo 15 
G, Fox to be underſtood when he ſpeaks ſo diffe- 
rently of the Soul.. Thus whilſt you contradict | 

- your ſelves, . you openly proclaim your Equivoca- | 
. tions, And: may, not that mental reſervation you 
' haveto your ſelves'inthus ſpeaking, be this ? That 
when you are tazed'for affirming tbe Soul to be part 
"of . God, you may evade, by ſaying, we cannot 
| mean ſo; for elfewhere, :and-in another conſi- 
| deration and ftate we ſpeak of the Souls being in 
- Death. But if on: the orher hand avy:ſhould accuſe 
_ you for denying: zþe Soul tobe infinite and with- 
- Out beginning; For ſuch you have an anſwer req- 
| dy, wecannot intend-ſo when we {ay-the Soul is in 
- Death : For-in another conſideration and ftate 
we affirm the -Soul:to be without beginning and 
" ending, to be inifonite. 2 it ſelf and. part of Gods 
-- Being, Is not this obvious tb-avy ordinary Rea- 
. der? But-are you fo far infatuated as to beljeye 
ſuch juggling'as this ſhould long ftand you-.in 
-Read 2 Or willyou yet pretend toInfallibiluy. and 
- perfeRtion, whilſt you ſtandconvidt of ſuch hor- 


' Fid deceit? —— Hitherto I ftand clear from 
- thy crimination. Let us proceed to another 


| Head. PE. ; F 4 


Concerning | 
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— . aChziſtian and a Quaker. 25 ""y 


Concerning the Perſon of (briff, 


Cbr,. 1 accuſe you for denying Feſw Chriſt to 
be a diftin& Perſon without us ; Whart faift thou 
rothis ? - | 

Quak. Herein thou'baſt ſhewed thy ignorance 


.and malice, inſtead of giving the World a true 
meaſure of onr belief, Pen. Ib. 53, 54« 


Chr, Tf you. have. any Faith, as to this Point, 


bow ſhall ir be known but by your Words and 


Writings, which are the ordinary means by which 


the belief of one man is known to another? Dareſt 
thou ſay, I haye not given the world a true account 
of your words ? Or wilt thou ſay that the Quak- 


ers ſpeak and write one thing, but" believe ano- 


ther ? The firſt cannot with honeſty be denyed : 


1f thou confeſs the Tatter, then the world hath no 
reaſqn to believe any thing you fay ; foraſmuch, 


25 you confeſſegdly-equiyocate, Whar your words 
and poſitions are concerning Jeſus Chriff, I ſhall 
puncually relate and leave it to the impartial Rea- 
der to judge whether herein I have wronged 


you. Rs 
v G. Fox ( :# bis great myſterie, p. 16.) writes 
thus, Thou art deceryved, who ſaith, (rift s di- 
ftinft from the Saints, Cart any man eat the fleſh 
of Chrift, if hts. fleſh be not 3n them? Can you 
gall bim Chriſt in mai, if the man be net there 2 
Joſs Chriſt a perſon without us ( faith G, White- 
ead, Dip. PI. p. 13. / i5 not Scripture language, 
but the Anthropomorphites and Muglerinians the 
Socinian ( ſaith he ) tells us of a perſonal Chriſt - 
And that the man Jeſus our Lord hath in Heaven 4 
place 
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place remate from earth, a bumane body: But doth 
he believe him to be the eternal God ? I cannot 
think it- ( faith G, W.-) whileſt he imagines him 
ro be a perſonal Chriſt or a humane body, ſo limit- 
red and confined into a remotenefi, Append. to 
Reaſ, againit Rail. p. 21. -—— We cannot own 
your limitations and unſcriptural notions concern- 
7ng Chriſts being. Ib. p. 22. Where proveſt thou 
that (hriſts ſecond coming without ſin to Salvati- 
07, # a perſonal coming ? Ib. Pp. 24— Theſe 
words are not Scripture language that Chriſt is 
4 perſonal heing at Gods right hand, remote and 
not 3n man —— Tbid "Tis a deſign of Satan 
( /aith this G. Whitehead) to keep men in carnal 
imaginations and dark, thoughts of a humane per- 
Jonal {bri#., Ibid; po 9 
If theſe be, your Words wherein is my igno- 
rance, or malice manifeſted in giving the world an 
account of yohr.belief, If you have a faith diffe- 
rent from what your words do import, my igno- 
ranee therdof 15 ewe.” TEEN: 
-  Quak. 1charge thee. for ig noratice and malice 
becanſe thou argueſt from our owning God tobe 
Chriſt, :and the Light within to be the Chriſt, that 
we deny him , as to bis. vifible and bodily ap- 
Rearance inthe world, as if he never was man, or 
. that the mord teok not fleſh —-Pen. Ib. p.. 57. —— 
- (br. This is meer trifling,; Enever charged yon 
for denying that bodily appearance (as thou calls 
It ) bur -frequemtly Quote 'you as ſo-exprefiing 
your ſelves —-- - *Tis this I obje& againſt you, 
your. denying (hriſt to be a diſtinf+ perſon without 
you : Towhich thou ſpeakeſt nothing, ſignifying 
thereby that you are pinch'd. - © 
ER Quak, 
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. Quak. Let it ſuffice the ſober Reader, that we 
Pg rok way ot pee i5 God over all bleſſed 
for ever, did.come of Abraham's ſeed according 
0 the fleſh, that that body prepared of 'that Line 
was hu body : And that the ſufferings which befel 
| #t, were the. ſufferings of Chriſt. - Fuſt as that 


; Body call'd the Body of Chriſt, Let our adverſa- 
. ries acal ſo fairly with us as to diſtinguiſh be- 
tweenChriſt, and the Body of Chrift,- and we ſhall 
not doubt of @ good iſſue« lb. P. 5455+» | 


WE BY = » 


'» Chr. . Thou behieveſt.the ſufferingg. which befel 
 tharBody which was'prepared for gur Lord Jeſus, 
' robe the ſufferings, of Chriſt , juſt. as the Body us 
called the Body of Chriſt, and to help the matter 

defireſtus to diſtinguiſh between Chriſt, and the 

Body of Chriſt ; intimating Chr:ſt.to-be one thing, 
and the Body of Chriſt another. Hence bis ſuf- 
 ferings may not be called the ſufferings. of, Chriſt, 
tur only the ſufferings of his bodily. appearance, 

But wherher this. kind of reaſoning ,be morefor 

thy credit or diſcredit, concerns thee to.conſider. 

Is not that perſon who is called Emanuel, who con- 

verſed here in this world, ſuffered Death at Jeruſa- 
. Jem, and roſe again, every where in Scripture 
_ called, Jeſus Chriſt ? Where readeſt thou, that 

the' Body which was taken of the Virgin, is thus 
diſtinguiſhed and differenced from Feſus Chriſt ? 

It is ſaid that Foſeph beg'd the Bydy of Jeſus ; 
| *© What then ? Was that Body therefore no part of 

eſus (briſs ? When. thou dyeſt, ifwe ſay, 
there lies the Body of W. Per, can it thence 

: be inferred, that thy Body was no part of W. Per: , 
| - that W, Pex is one thing, and his Body ano- 

Fncr, | 


Again, 


- - —doa 


Again, where is it written that the Light ( ab- 
- frattidly) which ſhined in that bodily appearance 
( 4s thou ſpeakeſt ) is the alone true and very 
[\Chrifs ?- Fhe proper Name, by which his Perfon 


' was diſtingnifhed from all ethers, was Zeſw-. If 


the reaſon of this Name was only from the Light 
that -was -in that bodily appearance : Then Task 
- whether you- Yo not believe that the ſame Light'is 
- In a meafure in all men, but more eminently in 


- your ſelves-2- If ſo, then whether W. Pen and | | 


G. Whitehead way not be as truly and properly 
| called Frſia Chriſt,* as well as that oytward Perſon 
- or bodily appearance ? And why may not Divine 
Worſhip be given aswell to you as to him ? As 
: ſometimes ſoihe of your perſwaſion gave to Fames 
* Naylor, -and-if any ſhould be fcandalized therear, 
 *T is but defiring them to diftiniguiſh between Chriſt 
- and the body of Chriſt, and then you need not 
«doubt of their fatisfaftion. ' Thus thou maiſt ſee 


_- what a height- of error. and blaſphemy your opi- 


' nion doth and will precipitate you into. Hence to 
ſuch a degree of madneſs and folly have ſome of 
your Leaders arrived, as to Intitle G. Fox, The 
Father of many Nations, whoſe being and habitat; 
on is in the power of the higheſt, in which he rules 
and governs in rigbteouſuefs ; and that bis ( viz, 

' G. Fox's) Kingdom us eſtabliſhed in peace, and 
the increaſe thereof is without end. 

This was ina Letter from Foſah Coal,to G.Fox, 
dated 21. of the 12. month 1658, © 

What further canſt thou fay to clear your ſelyes 

"from my Allegations againſt yqu ? | 

; - Quak. Becauſe we aſſert the true Light with 

-which every man ss enlightened to be in it eps 

* The 
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38 , ADinloguebetween | 


.* 
-— lu a « "-” 0 Mn... of ad oY _ 


”" Pa. | 


ELITES: 
” o EF. 


World, thou inferreft, we deny the outward ſuf- 
ferings of Chriſt in his bodily appearance. Ib, 56, 

Cbr.Is it candid or ingenuous inthee profeſſedly 
to aſſext thatthe Light, with which every man is 
enlightened, to be in-it ſelf, The Saviour of the 


. World, and the Chriſt of God, and- yet call me 


forger for accuſing you hereof ? 7do deny the com- 
mon. Light in every man to be the (briſt of God, 


and the Saviour of the world : 1f thou pleaſe ler 


the Controverſie lie here, This was one of thoſe 


queſtions ſent ro G. Whitehead to be diſcourſed, 


which he declined. Jf thou wilt be the man 
that will maintain the Affirmarive, fignifte it, 
Quak. If Chriſt be God as well as man, then 


. nothing befalls us from thy snference but what 
ſtrikgs thee equally. For if the Light wherewith 
men are enlightened be not Chriſt,becauſe it cannot 


die , then Chriſt cannot be Chriſt as God, becauſe 
God cannot die, But thou telleft us that Chriſt as 
God is alſo Chriſt , and that it was Chriſts Body 
only that died : Therefore I conclude, to own Chriſt 
to be that true Light which enlighteneth all men , 
or that true Light tobe Chriſt, is no derogation 
from (rift or underualue of his bodily ſufferings. 
Ibid. 56. — 

Che. The Point in queſtion, T perceive, doth 
pinch thee, otherwiſe thou wouldft not multiply 
fuch impertinencies. Ler me entreat thee to be 
ſo far ingenuous as either to avouch your opinion 
( that Feſus Chriſt i not a diſtin perſon without 
2 ) or honeſtly to confeſs your error. Tis no 


- ſhame for a man that hath been too laviſh with his 


Fongue or Pen to retract, 
g A TOIE Ido 


fan anda Mudker, 29 
' The (hriſf of God, and, The Saviour of the 


-” 30 _, AI Dialogue betweer 
Ido fay that Chriſt is God as well as min : But” 


T didneyer fay ( as thou ſuggeſts ) that meerly'as 
a boa» 7 © Ehriſt,, can 


* Though whole 7. Per do 


not dic,yet when his Body 
dies, we truly ſay that zy. 


Per 18 dead, his Body be- 


ing one part of him ; but 
1f we muſt diſtivguiſh be- 
rween Y. Pex, and his bo- 
dily appearance , then 
*tis not 7. Pet that dies, 


but only his bodily ap- 
 Þearance: then I would 


know-what is traly and 
properly 7. Pen, diſtin& 
from that appearance. If 
It be ſaid,” Tis his Soul,thar 
the Quakers ſay is part ' of 
Gods being._—— If the 


* Seed that dwelt in that 


Body, that. they ſay 1s 
Chrift. If either of theſe, 
then *tis all one whether 
Wwe call God and Chriſt 
by the name of z. Pen, or 
ca]l him God and Chriſt, 
Who will no: be aſto- 
niſhed ar this blaſphemous 
abſurdity ? 


thou ifitend my conviRion, | 


and yet commit the fault | 


thy felf of which thou ſup- 
poſeſt me guilty 2 The 
God-head of the Son, aild | 
the man-hood conjunCct is | 
the Chriſt; Though both 
Natures cannot, yet if ole | 
die, Chriſt is ſaid to die. | 
* And if the Death of thar | 
bodily appearance ( which 

thou telleſt us, muſt be di- 
ftinguiſhed from Chriſt 

be rruly and properly cal- 
led the Death of Chriſt ; 
Why may it not be ſaid 
when TV. Pen dies,that then 
Chrift dies ? Foraſmuch as 
W. Pez would have us be- 
lieve that the true Chri/# is 
as really and truly in' him 
as in that bodily appear- 


ance which died at Jeruſa- 


lem ? Thus the more thou ſtriveſt to excuſe and 


| Seed of Light, (2.) As perfet# day; There- 


defend the Ouakers errot,' the more thou doſt 
intangle and bewilder thy ſelf, and render yout 
opinions deteſtable. 

' Quik. Becauſe one of us ſjoke of a two-fold 
Appearance of Chriſt in the Souly (1.) As 4 


L 
"3" 
" 
o 


fore thox ſaift a perfonal coming '#s denied by 
—_ 
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210 any reſpeft, Which concluſion is borribly,un- 


juſt. That no impartial man needs an Anſwer t6 


zt. Ibid. p. 56. 
Chr. If the Light _—_ in the heart be the 
firſt appearance,” and if the fecond be as a perfe& 


| day in its full grown ſtate: How then can his 


coming in the fleſh be called either firſt or ſecond? 
G. Whitchead asks, where will it be proved thar 
Chriſts ſecond coming without fin will be a perſonal 
coming ? If then my Inference be unjuſt, what 
muſt you be that put it inco my mourh ? Wilt thon 
thus expreſs the firſt and ſecond appearance 
of Jeſus Chriſt, Neither of which are perſonat, 
and yet cry our of horrid injuſtice > Bur 
thou haſt inured ihy rongue ſo much to reviling, 


| that thou ſcarce knoweſt when to ſpeak ſoberly. 


My Inference is ſo natural from the premiſes, that 


I preſume every impartial man expe&s more to be 
aid than yet thou haſt ſpokenco render tt other- 
wile. 


Quak, We have confeſſed to his bodily appear- 
ance, thy baſeneſi and ſelf contradittion is notori- 
0145 enough as to this Point, -- Tbid. 

Chr. You have confeſſed to his bodily appear- 
ance ; bur do you confeſs, that Feſwus ( brift is a 
diſtinit perſon withour' you ? This 15s the queſtion 
thou oughteſt ro ſpeak unto, but thou ſeemeſt to 
be afraid on'ts *Tis ſuch queſtions as thoſe 
thou calls the language of a white Devil, and 
trappanning queſtions, to intangle and inſnare the 
innocent. *Tis no wonder therefore thou keepeſt 
thy diſtance from them. Bur afſure thy ſelf thar 
till thou doſt come nearer to the Point, and be 


' thore diret in thy Anſwer, thy clamour of 


baſeneſs 


; __ oy AS ” oy , ” 4 > M 3 Ss I Men" _ _ 2 2 2 wa RT WS. - 


baſeneſs and contradiQion will be of little ſervice 


to thee, Be not angry if again T ask thee, If Chriſf 
ſeanifie Anointed ? and God be Chriſt, (as thou 
affirms ) whether God himſelf be Anointed ? 

Quak. This is no difficulty at* all. (briſt was 
not Anointed by halves but wmtirely. Who is un« 
der ſtood in that paſſage, God even thy God hath 
anointed thee. If Chriſt be meant there, then 
whether the Divine Nature of Chriſt be uncon- 
cerned in the anointing. Tbid. p.57. 

Chr. The difficulty ſtill remains, for thou faiſt, 
Gods (rift, and the Body in which he appeared 
muſt be diſtinguiſhed from Chriſt : Which is as 
much as to ſay , that the meer God-head is the 
Chriſt, If ſo, I ask, who anointedit ? What was 
the Anointing ? And to what end? To this thou 
ſpeakeſt nothing diretly. And whereas thou 
faift Chriſt was not anointed by halves but intire- 
ty : Herein thou contradicts thy ſelf and over- 
_ thy own diſtin&ion between Chriſt and the 
Body of Chrift , intimating that the Divine nature 
alone is not the whole and intire Chriſt, If it be', 
then the God-head alone was that which was anoint- 
ed.If ſo,the queftion returns upon thee,whetherGod 
did Anoint himſelf ? -and with what ? and to what 
end? The Text which thou refers to, will hefp 
thee if thou doſt underſtand what the Anointing 
there ſpoken of is : If it mean the fulneſs of the 
Spiric which dwelt inthe humane Nature, where- 
- Upon 'tis ſaid, God gave nor the Spirit to him by 
meaſure, Joh: 3. 34s and that the fulnefs of the 


God-hcad dwelt in him, Col. 2. g, whereby he 


was ard is diſtinguiſhed fro all other pertons, 
whether Kings, Priefts, Prophets, or private be- 
| | Hevers ; 
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is called/ehz' Chriſt, by way of evinency,. and ind 
ſeriſe picality--to-bimſelf. Bur if by Chriſt thou 
intends nothing bur the meer God-head, then T ask 
thee, ' Who ate his fellows? And: whether. the 
God-head was anointed with the Spirit ?--- Again, 
Chriſt is a name relating to office': Was then the 
meer Divine nature anointed co-any office? If fo ? 
by whom? and whar is that office? | 

. Quak, Thou telleſt me that 1 affirmed God is 
Chriſt, and thereupon Queries , Did God die? 
Here thou art baſely unjuſt, thou ought to-give m 
my ane, But inſtead hereof thou leaveſt out: ſome 
of my words, and horribly perverts the reſt, Fo? 
1 aid confeſs to (hriſts bodily appearance : and that 
he was born of aVirpin : 1 do not remember that 
I ſo expreſſed my ſelf, that God u« (briſt, but 
wherher 1 did or no, to inſinuate a denial of his 
manifeitation in the fleſh, 1s moſt perverſly wicked 
and ungodly. Ibid. Po 58, J9s . 219 
(vr: Let the Reader judge whether ſuch a 
queſtion from ſuch a poſition was- bafely unjuſt: 
I no where accuſe you for denying Chrifts bodily 
appearance - Therefore theſe are but idle and im-- 
pertinent.repetitions, and no wales proper to the 
matter in queſtion, That which I blame you for, 
is, for affirming God alone to be the Chriſt ; and 
for denying Chriſt to- be a diſtintt perſon without 
you ; wheteof thou takeft no notice, Thourelleſt 
me thou doft not remember that thou ſaidef 
God ts Chriſk. Doſt thou not ? This will nor ex- 
cuſe thee, who pretends to Iofallibility. Hadft 
thou not thy Book by thee to help thy memory ? 


- Or did thon not think it moſt convenient at this 


= -:- eine 


an anda/Qudker. 2; 
ſievers © who'are there called: his fe#ows, Hence 


 timeto indulge forgetfulneſ ? Fac SM 


adviſed hereafter, and Print no.more than whar 
thou baſt a mind to. yemember, at {eat. what thou 


necdeſt not fo frivelouſly excuſe, : In ſhort,-,This 


is all wecan;gain'from thee at preſent, That Chrif 
was once maxifeſted.in the fleſh: But whether he 
be a diſtin& perſon without you; or whether that 
| feſb be took of the-Virgin, be fol in being, here- 
in thou art mute...: Therefore be not ſo weak as to 
imagine, that whilſt I obje& one thing, and thou 
ſpeakeſt to another;; That this will be accounted 


Reaſon againſt Railing, or. truth _againſt fitions | 


But on the contrary, .men will have ;juſt reaſonto- 
<oncluge you geilty.of that whereof I accuſe yu. K 


. $1 
#74 


: mand the Redemprion 3p the Seed, 

"Chr. Foralwuch as you doconfeks that Cheri, 
eame to ſeek; and to ſave that which was loſt,, I. 
did Querie, Who, or what. is that which was, 
bſt>  - ?! 

\Quak. Unto ebis Queſtion thes <oft wickedly 
| and with an ' Aggravation like the enmity of thy 
Spirit, make G. Keith to anfwer, That which us 


bft i ſtill in man. That Chriſt came to . ſeck. aud. 
to. ſave a loſt God, a loſt Chriſt, &c. Upon which 


thou Queries, Whether Feſws Chriſt came to ſeek. 
and to. ſave a loſt God ? Which is ſordid and baſe 
dialing in thee. For G. Keith means rhat Chriſt 


came 10: feek and. ſave, by turning” people to en- 


gquire after a loſt: God,. a loſt Chrif, the Groat 
" withit +. Therefore thy ſenſe of 'G. K.' #5 4 
horrible perverſion, Ibid. p. 60. —- 

:: Chr: TheſeareG, RO words, TeſmObrifs 


Came. 
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' of our words. . Ibid. p. 62. 
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Came to ſeck and to ſave the loſt; All bus Mini- 
ters Preatch'd people to this, the loſt in them. If 
by loſt, we muſt not underſtand mans loſt condi- - 
tion, as thou'in thy following diſtinQion intimateſt, 
what leſs then can be underſtood, . but that Feſus. 
Came to ſeek, and to ſave a loſt God? Tistruez 
G. XK. ſpeaks of people finding a loſt God, whom 
they had loſt ; But ſtill, if loſt be meant ozly God 
and Chrit, How can Chriſt be faid to feekand, 
rea loft GodK... > ; 
Quak. Loſt as taken by thee is meant of mans loſt. 
condition, but as meant by G. K. i underſtood of. 
God and Chriſt, whom man had and hath loſs the 
knowledge of ,,and fellowſhip with, Ib. _— GI ===, 
Chr. If either G. Keith or thee by loſt, intend. 
auy thing different from what I mean, then thou: 
frets to no purpoſe ; and inſtead of excuſing, 
G. K, renders him guilty of what 1 infer. ©. Bux. - 
if by Loft, Mans loſt condition is underſtood, then 
thy diſtin&tion between my meaning and his, is in- 
ſignificant. For I underſtand by mans loft condi-. 


tion, his loſs of the Image of God, and Commu-, 


nion with him, But it ſeems my meaning and 
G. K's aredifferent, Wilt thou thus diſtinguiſh ' 
and yet accuſe me of perverting. Either under-: 
ſtand diſtinctions better, or elſe. make none. ... 
- But to put the Reader our of doubt, that what : 
T.infer, is indeed your very opinion ——6G. Fox, 
and Fames Naylor ,. tell us that. the Seed wants. 
Redemption, andthe Seed #5 Chriſt. Either. then 
there muſt be more Chriſts than one ; Or elſe. 
Chriſt came to Redeem himſelf. — 
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'Quak. This # 4 ftumble and a gro f perverſion 


2 » + 
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© (fr, Then thou denyeft not ( a with honefty 
Tam: frirt thoa.canf# not ) but that cheſe are your 
' words, ( viz.) That the Seed wants Redemption, 
and the Seed-u Chriſt. Then the Inference will 
eaſily. occur to-any- ordinary underftanding, That 
Chri]t came to-Redbembinſely. yp 

" Ouak: We do affert the Redemption of the Seed; 
For the Light and Life which harh been ſown as 
4 Seed 1h the hearts of mankind, has been laden 
with ſin, preſſed down with iniquity, &c, Which 
words are not properly, but metaphorically to be 
tzkhey. "Tis ſaid; Out of Egypt have Icalld my 
Son, ' a plate of Bondage, grievous weights and 
barthtns. From all which the Seed was to be Re- 
diij4; And Chriſt eanie, of God was mani- 
feſted in the flth,- that rhe Seedof Light might 


bregh, through and ariſe over all corruption by 


whith # hath been preſſed down. Wid.p. 63. 
- Chr; Wil tliov affert the ao thing- which 
F infer from Your words , and yet ſa 


ze of thy own Fritnds bave fpoken) of thee as 
a heady, raſh, and inconfiderate young man ? Bat 
is it not abfurd; ye# blaſphemons to talk of Gods 


Redeeming the Seed of Light ? that is to fay, 


4 


himſelf in man? | 


- Quak.” Tr is 70 Wwttes ubſurtl, that we affirm that 
the eHd of Gvds manifeſting chimfelf-in the fleſh, 
was for the Redemption and tetoerunce of ks holy- 
Eife, thet wis im nian but a4 a ſmall See that 
hath been wyexed, grieved; and preſſed own by 


Tthiry. -*T is.» contradittson to fay, that God 
did. rid himſelf of the 'enennty that vppreſſed bis. 


own ' 


INIET 5TC ur'\ y, Ifturable. 

at,” and pervert rhem 7 (an this look, like Truth 

x np Fiftion f May we not juſtly efteem ( as 
ore 
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own righteows Life," or that he brought Salvation 
ro himſelf. See Iſa. 59. 16; and 63. 4 ——— 
Ibid. p. 63, en | GENIE WT 

Chr, 1 infer from your words this horrid ah-! 
furdity, that Chriſt came ro Redeem himſelf, 
and thou faiſt, *ris no abſurdiry that you affirm, 
bat the Sced of Gods manifeſting himſelf in the 
fleſh, was the redemption and 'detwuerance of his 
holy Life,that was in man as a ſmall-Seed , Which 
Seed was and i pure for ever, Can any thing be 
more evident- and plain in theſe words than this,” 


 That'God Redeems himſelf” ? This is thy Truth 
. againſt Fiction. But W. Per, is thy bold affirming. 


the errour which I draw from your Words ar 
apt Medium ro convi& me of perverting? Haft 
thou no more reſpe& to thy credit rhan thus to 
proclaim thy raſhneſs and folly ro all men ? 

. The Scriptures ſpeak of Chrifts Redeeming 
{inners, and thoutalkeſt of the Redemption of a 
Seed, which was and is pure for ever. Which 
thou calleſt Gods: holy Life, *Tis this that is re- 
deemed from the weight of fin and iniquity. 
Thid. 64. POOL OD 5 on 
'- If then the Obje&t of Redemption' be not Per- 
fons bur a Seed, which thou calleft Gods holy 
Life , What is this, but ro ſay ( wharlT infer”) 
That God Redeems himſelf ? Sometimes you tall 
the Light within, -The Seed, Saviour, Mediator, 
and the-ſecond;: Adam, thus G. Fox, Andnow 
thou faift, Thar the end of Gods maniieſting him- 
ſelf in the fleſh; was to Redeem this Seed, this 
holy Life of God. Thus do you diftinguiſh, yea 
divide Chriftinto parts + One part ( viz, } that 


_ inthe Fleſh, which-was taken of the Virgin, Re- 


D 3 deeming 


ek nr re Sas 2s : 


38- _-I Dialogue between © 
deeming that part which is in every man. Thus 
| Chriſt 1s ar one andthe ſamerime ar liberty ard. 
3n bondage, Redeeming, and Redeemed , con- | 
quering and yer preſſed down. And though this 
kind of language be juſtly efteemed folly and mad- 
neſs, yet thourelleſt us, you are content to uſe it. 
Bur it this Seed. ( as. before expreſſed ) be the 
only obje& of Redemption, what necetliry was | 
there for Gods appearance in the Fleſh? Could he 
rot Redeem himſelf without taking upon him bu- 
mane nature? Was a price laid dowrffor the ran- 
fom of ths only? If there were, to whom was 
x paid? Surely thou wilt not ſay, tr God. Was |. 
it. then to the Devil, and the Fleſh < char they | * 
might let this Seed go free, which they had kept 
fo long in captivity and bondage. ? O ignorant | * 
and fooliſh man, n this particular I ſtand clear | 7 
from Forgery and peryerting. Let us proceed to | * 
another. * 58 Y ; 


+. Concerning the Scriptures. 


| LE | | FP £ 
Chr. I accuſe the Quakers for denying the | ' 
Scriptures to. be the rule of Faith and praftice | © 
. unto Chriſtins;, What faiſt thou, is this true or, | * 
i}, Quak. That which. is more ancient, more nni- 
| wverſal, and more able to inform, rule, and guiae, | - 
of that muſt eminently be the Rule ; but that hath been 
of and ;s the Light within, therefore that hath been | + 
and ought to. be the" rule of faith and prattice. | © 
| Pen. Ivid..58e:. ;-- 5 Xo | 

JEN »» He that -perſwades people to let the Scriptures 

 beuherule of faith andprattice, would keep people 

- in 


23 mM © g] "Wa * ; 
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in darknef.” ' "For, wheopis: walks by the ride 
« without rhem,and teaches men fo to-do,” would make 
void the Covenant of Life and Peace. Burrough' $ 
works, p. 62. 
- Chr. Then hetein I have not miſrepreſented yorp 
Selief. Bur foraſmuch as oftentimes you ſay, you 
'own' the Scriptures and the holy' rules: therein 
Toritained , in what ſenſe do you acknowledge 
them ro bea rule ? 
-* Quak. As there -is an hiſtorical -and ſaving 
'Faith , ſo there 55 an hiſtorical* and ſaving rule. 
4 the Faiths, fo the Rules differ.” Tb. 32. — *' * 
The Scripture is the Rule of hiſtorical Faith x 


*But "the Light and ” of Goa, Cars way ve "_ 


Rule of . fonts Faith. Pe 40s — 

Chr, If the” "Light withiti 'be more able to in- 
Form: rule,” and nde, * and therefore moſt emi- 
'nently the rule; "What need is there of an hiftors- 
cal rule? If the common Light'in every man be 
Tufficient to infor of thoſe longed that are written 


as \ TT .:@&+i-@” 4 


* Ontk.. T Weak told ore top The Ons are an 
hifirical rule, but the Light within bath been, 
and ought to 'be. the Rale of Faith and Pra- 
"Hive. ns 
Chr. If the Light within hath been, and ought 
to be the Rule, why doſt thou not tell us to whom 
«Iris fo ? Whither to'it ſelf, or to man ; the 
-firſt- cannot 'be maintained, - Tf to man, Doth it 


. not ſuppoſe another Light ' in him, diſtin from 


-that which is the-Rule ? If not, - how is man capa- 
le of underſtanding it,fo as to-yield obedience, If 


D 4 K-- 


4s hs 4A Dialogue between. 


F do,then every man hath two Lights within higm, 
.(-viz+) An objettive Light , . or @ Light ruling, 
.and a ſubjetive Light, - Light ruled, If thou 
- cafiſt evince this, it mighr be of ſome ſervice and 
fon te ro thy opinion, If , not, thou doft but 


at the Air to no purpoſe, Yet ſince thoudoſt 

2? The Light . within ought to. be the Rule.of 

| rack ice, 'pra y tell: me by what Rule do you walk 

hen you call men ( without any, juſt cauſe+ ) 
"ding Witches, Serpents, Vipers, Reprobates, 
<Sors, Sattiſh_Beaſts, Dark, Beaſts eneCorirers 

Cbildren of the Devil, &c. _ _ ©. 

.  Quak. Ler Tuffice that we. Tive #0 handy 

: ſomes than the Seripture by Rule allews, W. Pen, 
Ibid. p. 165, — - 

.; (or. Thus-far then you qknawleder the Se rip- 
_ ture to be a Rule, | : Haſtoxical; C 2.4 
_Rule to guide and - Toa you Ft; 
. and Lying. Artahou not aſhamed.thus to dictate ? 

Wilt how deny-the Scriptures to, be a rule of Faith 

And practice 2-and yer lay, as, a LN ic allows;you 
£0. give ſuch Names. ? What is. this but to [7 
they are no Rule for a holy, ; yer: they are fora 
wicked praQice?,-ts this your __ 10 the Scrip- 

' Cures? which ſometimes for faſhion ſake you;are 
pleaſed to ſtile holy. O ye miſerable creatures f 

\ thus to prophane the Scriptures, in alledging their 

_ £ Authority to countenance. 4 allow you in your 

 wickednele, 2h a 

_ +. But if the Light wichigþe moraablera inform, 

| how 4 is it, chat ircannot give 4diftiact and cleat ac- 

count how fin came to be 2; -. // 

Quik. Hexein thou contradifts thy ſelf, abuſe ſþ 
the Philoſopbins; enriplepiews ſt the Light. Thou | 
grants, 
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grants.,: the Heathens knew there was ſm. If 


[o,, bow could they be rgnorant of ſms.coming inta 


che World. Thid: p. 29. 
...Chr. This is to; beg. the Queſtion inſtead of 
ſpeaking to it, , or a taking that tor granted which 
Fanpor be proved. _. Therefore;to pleaſe thy ſelf, 
as. if ]-had therein contradi&ed my ſelf, &c. is 
ro dote upon i mee? ſhaddow. For 'tis no contra- 
dition, tg, .confeſs-thar che Philoſophers did ſee, 
that fin and miſery did overflow, ; ayd, yet ro deny 
that guenly bythi9common Light they could find 
aut bow fin; cams, to, be, thar'is, underſtand the 
tee when, ard. the manner how man was at fr 
made ;, What that {-41 4s TY RI 6nd -Wherh 
i wes fr rranſereſſed.  Conteqyently how fin 
eoxred. inco the. warld.;. If ther zhou.canſt prove 
that this commenaLight : can give arclear and di-. 
ſtin& accounthheregf, let me beas ite... 
'  Quak, If thou Tegxeſt a clear aud diftintt ac- 
count, that Adam and Eve were beguiled bythe. 
Serpent, wbo, teppted them, 116. no-waies togby 
purpoſes hi AN : 4s, Bohr ot ale 
' | Chr, If it be to no purpoſe to know that there 
was.a firſt man, .}Who be was, _ What that Law was. 
wander which be ſtood, bow he broke «t, And' whe- 
ther that Law that was firſt given',:; was given-to 
bing. as 8 private; and. individual perſon, or ao. 
the comman head of mankind : Wilt thou dareto; 
ſay, . The knowledge of this is to.no purpoſe 3 
Why then did the ſacred Pen-men. give ſuch a full. 
aid diſtin& account hereof in; the Scriptures e If. 
then. this common: Light never did nor could re- . 
veal this to any, either it muſt be, . becauſe this. 
Light meerly in it ſelf. is inſufficient, or the rndbve 
. : ledge 


BW 
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tedge herief © is t0 no purple: "This laft my 
feemsto incline, but how thou wile proveit, I yet 
know _ OR.” 
 Quak. That which i "ſuffeiem to that Faith 
i dicb | concerns Salvation, is to know that Gott, 
Fr that be bath geven man ' the ' knowledge of 
hiniſelf, and his Wl concerning. bum, by ſome, gi 
ward Law. Ib. "Ss 
© Chr; Theft” to know how ſit came tobe, con- 
cerns not that, Faih.which refpe&s' Salvation. if 
this were as EalifY'praved as Taid; "ir might contri- 
bite ſomething *to thy purpoſs:: - ” But that! this 
common Light only 4 ſufficjentto give men the 
knowledge « of *Ggd\ and of hy Vol WIE concerns 
in Beg is ariother: doubt... 'For-1 Jask whetherihis 
meer Light 5 FUDD "can givt ny account of that 
rethedy = Ob 5n bis btfivitt Wiſdom, and 
Gooduef opal {for the Jatuiny "of mners ? "he 
Faith, of which Concerns our” aly: tion moſtetr- 
tamly, &C-- VN7 FL | $2235 I: 
\-Quak. Te Prophets free bits by "ohis Liobe; 
unleſs thog wilt ſay, .they ſaw him girbour Light: 
Thoſe A ol; #'in bim when he came; conld 
ot baup Herived bin, bas they ht Ten bin by ant 
Fbard oye. Wo3t. x fp 
"Chr, Thar the Prophers fav hith'by he Lighk 
of Divine Reiatjon T grant? but that chis Light 
Is 5 the common*L ee ſn every man," thar ttiou muſt 
praye. { 2.7 New can bin in hiti that do nor. 
know hin, is true; But that, this' inward eyeby 
which he'is' ſeen and known, is meerly this Light 
which every twan.in common bath, requires better” 
demonſtration: than 'yet thou haſt given, Thoijs 
faift the Jews bad the Scriptures; and according 
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— Chitin ata Quaker, 43 
| to their underſtandings of them, they reputed him 
 eblaſphemer, p. 32. The defe@ rhen lay in their 


underſtandings, not in'the Scriptures. How canſt 
thou then infer with ſuch confidence , that the 
Light .within ' the higbeſt Rule, and judge of 
thou:bts " SERBAEL = | 
Quak. Who or what was (hriſt in that manife- 
flation it ſelf, but that Divine Word, Li ght, and 
Life manifeſted in Fleſh * —-—— Will not then 4 
meaſure of the ſame in man, leadhimi of courſe to 


acknowledge the fulneſi ? Ib. 32, 33+ 


\ * Chr, It the Divine Word, Light, and Life 
which was once manifeſted in the fleſh, and which 
Is in a'meaſure in.every man, be the Chriſt , this 
confirms what before I have ſaid, - That: you deny 
Chriſt to be a diſtinh perſon without you; and alſo 
that W.:Per, or: any other man, may be as truly 
and properly called; Jeſus (briſt, as that perſon 
who converſed herein the World, died at Feruſa- 

Jem; and roſe again from the Dead, Wilt thou 
dare to ſtand by 'this conſequence ? which yet 
352no-'other- than what naturally iſſues from the 
{1 The Queſtion thbu oughteſt to ſpeak unto was 
his; Whether the-common Light inevery man, 
{ before: Chriſts coming into the World) could 

inform him: that the Word ſhould be made fleſh, 
and:that thar fleſh\ſhould die for ſinners ? Wheres- - 
unto: thou returneſt no other Anſwer but thy con- 
 Hidentpreſumptions..—:+4s, Will not'a meaſure of 
the ſame Divine Word, Light, and Life which i 
zn. man; ' lead him of courſe to acknowledge the 
fulnefs ? —  Wherein: thou takeſt for granted, 
char the common' Light in every man isthe-ſame 
+} : Divine 


- 


Divine Word that was made fleſh ;. 'If ſo, hea 
this common Light in man « God. — , But' this is 
denyed, and conſequently thy reafon is of no 
force, to conclude the thing in Queſtion. * 
-  Quak. Dzdſt thou converſe ether with Sibylls or 
Heathen Philoſophers, thou mighteſt in good part 
have informed e ſelf herein , yet thu, I ſay, as 
to Chriſts outward manifeſtation, ſo far. as it 
Hiſtorical, the Scripture t that which furniſheth 
me with a belief. Ib. 32,33. FL 
Chr. Neither Sibylls, nor Heathen Philoſophers 
do inform me, that this common Light ip every 
man could reveal this; That .che Word ſhould be 
made fleſh, &c, Thy ſelf doſt contradicti t in 
laying, . That as to Chriſts outward appearance, 
fo: far as *t 14 Hiſtorical, - the. Scripture. ts that 
which fuxniſheth thee with, the. belzef- of : Which 
Is as if thoy ſhouldt ſay, . God'manifeſted:in-the 
fie could nothave been known-by thee, were it 
not revealed in the Scriptures, -- If then the Scrip- 
| tures: be the Rule of our belief concerning things 
that have been, . or - are. yet 10 be,” a1 Heſtorical 
Rule as thou ſpeaksſt — and yet the Light within:is 
and muſt he the ſaving Rule, - becauſe it gives, {( as 


thou Dreameſt) a more deep diſcovery and knouts 


ledge of thofe things ; :Herein- thou wilitates 
againſtthy, ſelf and. overthrows thy grand els 
Fox, [if he-Light within, canzot: diſcover theleſfer, 
(wiz) the Hiſtory, how-cariiithe greater > — 
Nat.the lefler,, For thow-confefſeſt as toChriſts out+ 


ward rzanifeſtation, fo far 'asitss Hifforical, the 


Scriptare 4s.#hat which furn;fheth thee with a be« 
Hef. 1, thanthis. comftaon Light cannot furniſh 
theewitha belief of that which is Hiſtorical, much 
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leſs: with that which is intended in that Hiſtory. 
If it-can, then the Light within is both the Hifto- 
rical and ſaving Rules, and a mndy thy di- 
ſtinQtion of Rules is ridiculous and fooliſh, 
+ Quak. The Scripture tells us of ſuch Prophecys, 
Hiſtories, and Ep:ſtles, and of ſuch men as Moles, 
Job, David, Matthew, &c. But what is it that 
ves me to believe the things they writ of to be 
true ? Tbid. p. 33. — 

Chr: If the Scripture tells thee there were ſuch 
tnen as Moſes, David, and Matthew, &c. with- 
out -which thou couldſt not have known any ſuch 
thing, ſo the Scripture tells thee what they {>oke , 
and wrote of, therefore the Scriptures-muſt be the 
Rule of thy belief, both concerning thoſe men 
and their Gvings For how canſt thou believe 
that thus Adoſes wrote, till firſt thou believeſt 
there was ſuch a-man as Moſes ? The ſamethar 
reveals the one, doth alſo the other. And where- 
as thou talkeſt of the Spirits giving Faith, this is 
not to the purpoſe :; For the Spirit of God, and 
the common Light in evtry man arediftint,though 
thou-confound them. - —— 

Quak. The Light muſt be given 3n order to un- 
derſtand the Rule, Now ſuppoſe the Scriptures 
are the Rule, that which informs of it, and teach- 
eth men hoy to nſe it muſt be greater, in that it 
teacheth me to know and do that which my Rule 
cannot do of it ſelf. Ib. 39. © 
| © Chr, *Tis apparent thou tralkeſt more from ima- 
gination and humour than ſound judgement : For, 
thon contradicts thy ſelf, overthroweft that optni- 
on which all along thou contendeſt for. Jf the 
| Light be given tonnderſtand the Rule, then it ſelf 
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Is not the Rule, - much leſs greater thay the Rule, 


The Rule is.the Will. of God revealed. Is the 
Light within greater than the Will of God? 
Again, rofay the Rule ( that is, the Will of God 
revcaled ) cannot teach men what to know and do, 
is ſo far from being truth againſt fiftion, that ic dif- 
covers thee to be a raſh, heady, 1gnorant, and 
confident . young man. One that neither knows, 
nor cares what thou ſaiſt or affirms. - 


Quak. The Scriptures at moſt are but a kind of 


declaratory and ſecondary Rule. The Apoſtles 
and Primitive - Chriſtians took, not their meaſures 
by it. The Light us ſupcriour to the Scriptures, 
Hiſtorical Faith, Scripture us the Rule of : But 
dottrinal and ſaving Faith, the Light and Spirit 
can only be the Rule of. 'ib. 40. | 
Chr. The: Primitive Chriſtians took not their 
meaſures from the Light within, but from the Will 
of God revealed to them; This Light is ſo far 
from being the Standard and Rule of that Wor- 
ſhip which.God requires of us, that it ſelf ought 
co ſubſcribe to that which he makes known tous 
concerning this Worſhip. Therefore 'cis not ſu- 
periour, *but inferiour ro the Scriptures, that is, 
the Will of God therein revealed, If the Light, 


within be the chief Rule why doſt thou not tell f 


us to whom its ſo > And whereas thou ſaiſt, The 
Scriptures are but a kind of declaratory, and. 
ſecondary Rule , but the Light ts bath a doftrinal, 
and ſaving Rule, Why doſt thou not prove this 
as well as ſay it ? EE wot 
| Again, is. this Light within ſufficient of it ſelf 
to diret men the right way of Worſhipping the, 


true God? If it:-be, then what need was there of f 


any 
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A ny. Retelation about it? If. it be not, oY 


(xperiene to the Seriptures, That it isnot, I wi 

eck no farther for inftarices than your ſelves, who 
are the greateſt pretenders to the:Light, and yet 
the. greateſt encmies:to Gods inftitured Worſhip 
this. age hath produced, For whilſt others are en- 
deavouring to corrupt, you would deſtroy ir. If 
thus you do, that have the help of the Scriptures 
to rettifie your minds ,* What extravagancy may 
w< not fuppoſe you. would run.into, had younor 
the Scriptures ?!. Either then the Light you pre- 
tend to walk by, .is corrupt and defe&ive, nothing 
but. your own deluded imaginations : |, Or elfe that 
you are rebellious, prejudzce, intereſt, ſelf-righte- 
ouſneF,, or evil living, bath brought a veil upon 
your minds : being given up to the power of delu- 


- lon to believe yes, &c. 


- Quak. They that Worſhip God according tothe 
Light, Worſhip God in Spirit. To: ſay God aoth 
wake more kyown' of himſelf _than 7s or can be 
known by the Light, is falſe and contradiftions, 
Ib. 43. RY p 

Chr, 1f by Light thou mean the common Light 
5H every man (of which the Queſtion 3s ) then 
thou faiſt more than thou canſt- prove, Neither 


' 15 it for want of ignorance or impudence that thou 


denyeft , God doth make any thing more known 
of himſelf than is or can be known by this Lighr 
within, Wherefore did God reveal to Adam de- 
liverance from his fallen condition, by the Seed of 
the Woman?  ( a way unthought of by Adam. ) 
Or why was not he left ro the meer conduct of 
the Light within- him 2 And why did God conde- 


| ſeend (as thou conteſſeſt)) ro go into outward 


things 
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things to teach men, tha 3s, . give ſuch-poſucot 


rules concerning that worſhip be required of mang 
And alſo ty reach man by the Miniſtry of men? 
They being-otherwiſe incapable: of being inftru&- 
ed. Ard" wherefore doſt thou callthe Scriptures 


4 


anHiſtoricat Role ? Intimating' that thou couldft | 


never hayeknown by the weer Light in thee; whe. 
ther ever there was ſuch perfons in the world ay 
the firſt, ox ſecond Adama, * © Again, if this Light 
within: can make knowti the whole Will of God 
to, and concerning man, why do you contend ſo 
mych for the necetfiry of imrhediate Revelation # 
If thou canft 'reconcife life things , ' thou.wik 
deſervedly\ he reputed the” Quakers Champion 
Bur tifl- cher , no juditious\perſon can otherwiſe 
efteem” thee, than a bold and tmperious Dicta- 
tore. Sn Fa the .. 


' Quak, "We upre boldly offirms thar the greatef 


reaſon of onr belief concerning the Propheeys anil 
promiſes recorded in the Scriptures, #s not from 
any outward thing buttharinward teſtimony that 
we have received fron the. boly Light within us, 
fo the truth An faithfulneſs of thoſe faying ſs 
Cre” Thy bot affirming adds no weight or Ay- 
' thoricy to ny" thing chon ſajſt, - This not being 
the firſt rime by many, thi thon haſt confidently 
affirtneda falſity; Howeyer, thus much I do col- 
l<& from whatthon doft lay, that rhe werarity of 
God is no reafon;. or butthe leaft reaſon with you 
why you believe the rruch of. thoſe Propbecys and 
Promiſes recorded in the Scriptures ; your greateft 
reaſon is from the 'Light' wichin.” © Hence, it is 
that thoſe Prophecys and” Promiſes are _— 
4 x 
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and interprered by you, more according to your 
Fancies and imaginations than the naked truth and 
import thereof in themſelves. For this cauſe it is 
thoſe Prophecys which relate to perſons, times, 
cr things without you, you can boldly affirm; 


' mean nothing leſs. If the teſtimony of God 


were of any Authority with you, you would 
certainly believe otherwiſe than you do, | 

uak. Becauſe we deny the Seriptares to be the 
Rule of Faith and Prattice in honour to that Di-. 
vine Light that gave themforth ; Tibat we ſhould 
therefore deny thoſe holy Precepts, Commands, and 
Rules relating to Life and godlinefs therein con- 
fained, is a conſequence ſo foul, that God for- 


| bid any of #5 ſhould ever give any juſt occaſion 


forit, For we believe men ought to live np tothem. 
Ib. p. 48. | CR 

Chr. Then you do profeſſedly dzny the Screp- 
tures to be the Rule of Faith and Prattice, and 
the reaſon, ( ſuch as'it is ) why you do ſo, Is in 
honour to that Divine Light that gave them forth. 
There is nothing in this Reaſon thar gives the leaft 
co.:ntenance to your denial of the Scriptures to be 


the Rule; Should it be ſu; poſed which yet 1s 


not granted nor believed by me ) That the Light 
within were the Author of the Scriptures, canany 
reſpe& you bear torthat, juſtifie your denial. and 
rejecting of this, as the Rule of Faith and Pra- 
ice? Since no man can truly honour God, who 
at the ſame time reje&s his revealed Will to be his 
Rule. For any then to ſay, that iz honour to Goa 
himſelf, they deny hu revealed Will as their Rule, 
is ſuch a way of reaſoning as is proper tonone 


| but them who are enemies both to truth and reaſon. 


E: Further, 
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thence that you deny thoſe holy Precepts and Rules, 
. relating to Life and godiineſi therein contained, 
z5 a foul conſequence. Though this conſequence 
is ſo natural and proper that thou doſt greatly be- 
wray. thy own folly to deny it : For (rx. You 
do in expreſs terms deny the Scriptures tobe the 
Rule of Faith and Prattice ;, andthen ( 2.) tell 
25 ryou do not deny thoſe holy Precepts and Rules 
, velating to Lufe and Godlineſs therein contained, 
| If you be true to your ſelves in the former, you 
' muſt neceſſarily equivocate in the latter, What 


credit then can be-given to that man that peremprc- 


rily denies, and yet faith he doth not deny 
the ſame thing. Tis a vain with therefore, that 
none of you may gtve any juſt occaſion for ſuch 
an Inference, - fince thou thy ſelf haſt here done 
it. How canſtthou imagine that men ſhould be per- 
{waded by thee to live up to thoſe holy Rules laid 
down-in the Scriptures, whilſt at the ſame time 
thou telleſt them'cis no Rule of Faith and PraRice ? 
and doſt alſo live in open deftance to many of 
thoſe Rules > *Tis rrue, thou calleſt the Scripture 
2n Hiſtorical Rule. Are then the things relating 
ro Life and Godlineſs, only Hiſtorical things ? 
Wilt thou render thy {cif thus ridiculous, and 
yet pretend to Infall:bility 2 
Quak. Thorgh we do ſay, Mer ought to live up 
to theſe boly Rules contained in the Scriptures, yet 
the reaſon why ,, is that convittion they meet 
with from the Light ia their own Conſciences : 
Therefore the Light witnin i both our warrant 
for faith in, anda ebcaichce to them, The Wal- 
| ' denſe, 


Further, though you deny the ScripiurTs to be” 
the Rule, yet (thou ſaiſt ) for any to infey. 
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PETE | ; 
(fer. Thenthe Reaſon why men ought to live up 
to thoſe holy Rules laid downiin the Scriptures, 
is not, from-that Divine Authority that is im- 
preſſed upon them, Men are no further obliged 
either to Faith or obedience than the Light within 
moves them thereunto. For this cauſe ( probably 
ze ts ) that you caſt off many of the Scripture 
Precepts ( which: yet. are obligatory and in full 
force, ) And pretend Authority tor ſo doing , 
from the Light within. Buthow canthat Lighr 
be ( as you fondly imagine ) the Author of the 
Scriptures, which leads you to ſuch an underva- 
luing of them > Will you walk Azt:podes to thoſe 
holy Precepts contained therein, and yet pretend 
ro honour the Light which gave them forth? Sorely 
then the Light you walk by, is only your own fan- 
cies and imaginations, of otherwiſe you are guilty 


of evil living, prejudice, of intereſt prevails to - 


the blinding of your minds, that though ſuch a 
Light ( as you talk of ) do ſhine, yet you com- 

prehbend it not. | he 2 
| That the Waldenſes, &c, made the Teftimony 
of their Conſciences ( that i, the Light within ) 
the chief ground of their belief of the Scriptures, 
1s confidently ſaid : But more than ever W. Per 
is able to prove. Thus whilft thou multiplyeſt ſo 
many words about the Divinity and ſufficiency of 
the Li ght within , . thou produceſt no Authority 
either from Scripture or Reaſon, to determine 
our belief in this Poinz, For hitherto thou baft 
m EA offered 


_ a Chillian and a Quaker. 5x | 
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| denſes, Albigenſes, Lutherans, and Calviniſts , 
» 2ade the Teſtimony of God. in their Conſciences 
the chief ground of their belief of the Scriptures. 
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offered me no more but thy own impertinent and | 
ſelf-contradicory diQates. 

Quak. This Argument ſprings in wy mind for 
the Divinity and "ſufficiency of the Light ( v1. ) 


That which in all Ages bath been the juſt many 
ph, and there where the Blood of cleanſing is 


2own, and by which fellowſhip 1s enjoyed and the 
Light of etcrnal Life obtained, is, ever was, and 
ever will be a Divine, ſufficient, and ſaving ways 
But ſuch a way # the Light. lb. 15, 16.—— 
 Cbr,1 perceive thy mind abounds with 1gno- 
rance by the Argumznts that ſpring thence, If I 
muſt ſuppoſe thee to ſpeak directly to the Queitt- 
on (viz) That the common Light in every man 
75 a Divine, ſufficient and ſaving Rule, And 
that it ts, evcr was, 'and ever will be ſos Then 
I deny thy Argument and require proof, that 


fmcerly this common Light is, and ever was the 


juſt mans path, &-c. - 
Quak. Theſe Scriptures teſtifie to it, Pr OV.4.18. 


The path of the juſt, #s as the ſhining Light. 


Joh. 8. 12» 1 am'the Light of the World, he that 
fellows me ſhall not walk, in darkneſs, Joh. Ii. 95 
I0..x Joh, 1.2, 3, 4, £&c. Tbid. — 


Chr, Though rhou deny the.Scriptures to 7% the. 


Rule oj f Faith and Prattice, yer I fee thou art 
forccd to have recourſe to then; T0 determine this 
Point of Faith rouching the Rule. But whether 
thou urge the Scripture for faſhion ſake, or to ſtop 
our moutns that require proof from them , or 
with a -refolution in thy felf ro be concluded by 
them, I {ball not now examine.” But fince thou 
haſt called chem in; let us hear whar evidence they 


' dogive to the Point in Conroverſie,, Prov. 4. 18. 
The 
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The path of the juſt, that 'is, the juſt mans-life 
and converſation 1 compared to a ſhining Light, 
Here 1s not a word in the Text that bears witnels - 
tothy aſſertion, That the Light within, 15, ever 
was, and ever will be a Divine, ſufficient, and 
ſaving Rule, or that meerly by ut the blood of 
cleanſmg # known, Unleſs thou wilt force this 
Text to bear falſe witneſs, thy Argument muſt 
fall : There being nothing in icthar will or doth 
adminiſter the leaſt ſupport to it. Foh. 8, 12. 
This Text ſpeaks not of the common Light in eve- 
ry man, bur of Jeſus Chriſt being the Light of 
the World ir his dottrine and life. Whith who 
| ſo follows, ſhall not walk in darkneſs. Becauſe 
Jeſus Chriſt, in h:s doftrine and life, 1sthe Light 
_ of the World, will it therefore follow, that the 
Light in every man, zs, ever was, and ever will 
be a Divine and ſufficient Rule, &c, The Dil- 
Ciples are called the Light of the World, can it 
therefore be infer'd, That the Diſciples is the 
Light within? Or that the Light within isthe 
Diſciples ? Surely none but perſons infatuated 
will thus conclude, In a word, to walk inthe 
Light, is to walk in conformity tothe Will of God, 
revealed in thoſe holy Rules and Precepts he hath 
oven unto-men : And not a meer walking accord- 
ing tothe movings, and dictates of that which 
men call che Light in themſelves. 

Again, If this common Light, is, andever was 
a Divine and ſufficient Rule, why were not all 
mankind left to the meer condu&t of it 2 And 
Wherefore did God give written Laws, and make 
uſe of the Miniſtry of men for the inſtruction of 
mankind in thoſe things which reſpe& inſtituted 

Religion? T1. Cuak. 
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| _ Quik. The Lord in wiſdom tothe weakneſs of | 
man and darkneſs of his carnal ſtate, did iccommo- 

date both his pt, Sor ro men, and that worſhip 

' he required of man, according to his capacity to 
receive the one and perform the other, If God | a 
went into outward things to meet with mans mind || n 
to the end that gradually it might return home, || C 
| ſhall we infer weakneſs in the Light? Manin | n 
that ſtate was incapable, he muſt have been new r 
moulded, and as another (ration to have received || i 
that teſtimony in all its plainneſs. Tb. 18. 
Chr,The time hath been'(: ſeems) wherein God | S 
did accommodate. his diſcaveries ts man accord- | ( 
ing to bis capacity, that is, gave a written Law, 
and taught man by rhe_ Miniſtry of his Prophers: | 4 
And all this becauſe man was otherwiſe incapable. | 
What agreement hath this wich what thou haſt all | «1 
along ſo confidently aflerted ? viz. That the Light | p 
;s, and ever was a Divine and ſufficient Rule, | 
How could it be ſo to them , who muſt be new | [; 
moulded, and be as auotber Creation, before they || \ 
could be capable of receiving #ts Teſtimony ? Im- | ti 
porting, that unleſs mans mind were enlightened 
with a farther Light than what common men [ 
bave, he could not receive, that is, believe and | S 
obey thoſe Revelations of Gods Will, roor con- || V 
cerning him: And therefore this Light within || S 
neither is, nor alwaics was, a Divine and ſuffici- | V 
ent Rule. Though. it ſhould be granted that all |} r 
the means God hath vouchſafed to man, were and | Z 
are ſufficient to that end for which they are given, | a 
yet that this common Light in every man was 
- given by God-to be in all Ages the only and alone | FE 
ſiſicient and ſaving Rule, 15s a point too difficult | p 
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* thee to prove, for whilſt thou attempts its de= 
onſtration, thy felt contradicts ir. If then the 
illumination of mans mind be neceſſary to make 
him capable co underſtand and improve ſuch means 
as God ſhould reveal and preſcribe, then that 
meer illumination ir -ſclt cannot be the Rule, To 
conclude, hy bold adventures to prove ihe Divi- 
nity and ſufficiency of the Light within, 2s ſupe- 
riour to the Scriptures, 15 a plain contejtion that 
the Quakers do allert ( rheugh they cannot prove) 
that the Light in every wan ts God, and that the 
Scriptures are no Rule. of Faith and Prattice uiito 
(briſtians. | 
Bur before I cloſe this Chapter, let me have thy 
Anſwer to theſe Objections, ( 1. ) Why you 
ſpeak ſo contemptibly of the Scriptures, compara- 
tively with what you ſpeak of your own Pam- 
phleis. Thar, you call Dead Letter , ſome of 
your own you Enritle the voice of Wiſdom, a meſ- 
ſage from God, Breathings of true Love, &C. 
Wherein you manifeſtly prefer your own Wri- 
tings before the holy Scriptures, pi 
Quak, If at any. time we call the Scriptures 
Letter, "tis not that we mean, our Books are the 
Spirit,. or that we irreverently ſet them below our 
Writings, but upon a compariſon only between the 
Scriptures ana the Spirit that gave them forth : 
Which I hope may be done without the leaſt diſpa- 
ragements Though ſuch whoſe Religion ſtands in 
Letter and time, and not in Spirit and power be 
angry at it — Ib. -- pe. 48, 49. 
Chr, This is to aggravate, not to excuſe, your 
Error. Yeu call the Scripture Letter only com- 
paratively , Why have you. not reſpe& to this 
| 4 (Com- 
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Compariſon when you entitle your owh Books 2, 


Writings are more eminently from the Spirit than 
the Scriptures ? Hence it 1s when both ſtand in 
competition, you thus diſtinguiſh them, Lerter, 
yea Dead Letter, as the term proper for the one, 
but Voice of Wiſdom, &c. to the other, Art thou 
not aſhamed of this baſeneſs and prophaneneſs ? 
 Quak. Are mot our Books written in a plain 
W | - Scripture ſtile? Do we not endeavour to confirm 
E. what we write by Scripture ? Ib. 49. 
Bo Chr. Your Books are not written in a plain 
I Scripture ſtile, —- and though you uſe many Scrip- 
ture words in them, yet ſo wretchedly applyed, 
and with ſpch an evil defign , that thereby you 
bring a greater guilt upon your ſelves. Every 
error being ſo much the more dangerous, by how 
much *t1s 1n{inuated in a better language, *Tis not 
enough that you uſe Scripture words, unleſs you 
uſe them in their proper ſenſe and intendment. 
*'Tis not unuſual for heretical perſons to ſuggeſt 
== their Hereſies under the covert of Scripture ex- 
BW -prefitons. Thy ſelf confelleſt, *Tis an old fetch 
*Z of the Devil to be-ſaint his own off-ſpring, that he 
may begutile the ſimple-hearted. If therefore you 
do inſtil] your errors by Scripture words, this ren- 
ders your Books ſo much the more perillous. But 
if it be dangerous to read the Scriptures, as ſome 
of your Rabbies have aftirmed, then why do you 
quote them? Ts it not ro follow the direQions 
of your great Prophet and King G. Fox, to fight us 
with our own Weapons? to beat us with our own rule? 
or elſe to ſignifie that it is norſafe to read the Scrip- 
tures,without your gloſs and Comment upon them? 


) 


Q 


Bur. rhat 'you- would have us to believe that your 


Quake 


O 


- aChailtian anda Mugker. 57 


? % 

 Quak. Let this forgery ring through the Streets ps. 
CITES ba ad nh - Book: or Name is. = 
knowa; For G. Fox, and R, Hubberthorne 2 
Anſwer to this Querie, Whether the Scriptures be- 
ing carnal and a killing Letter, may be read with- 
out danger ? ſpake thus, The Letter killeth, is 
dangerous, and the Miniſters of the Letter are 
Miniſters of Death, and here you read with dan- 
ger, who ſpeak, of them and ſpeak a Lye, becauſe 
you ſpeak, of your ſelves, and to you. it 5 dange- 
rous to read or ſpeak of them. Tb. Pp. 49, 50. 

Chr. All this duſt wherewith thou wouldft blind 
the Readers eyes, is cafily blown off, The Que- 
ſtion reſpectsthe whole Scriptures, which you ſay 
1s dangerous and killing , and that the Miniſters 
of the Letter (that is, the Scriptures) are Aduini- 
ſters of Death, and tis dangerous for ſuch to read 
them. Whart a ſhameleſs man art rhou thus to con- 
feſs what I accuſe you of, and yet condemn me as 
aforger ? Burt 1s it dangerous to read your Books ? 
which you call, 4 voice of Wiſdom, and a meſſage 
from God to ſeveral Sets and ſorts of men ? Itit 
be, how is ita meſſage tothem ? If it be not, then 

*risſo far from being dangerous, that they are con- 
. cerned and obliged to read them. This then is ap- 2 
parent, whilſt you endeayour to affright men from Et 
the Scriptures, you give them encouragement by + 
your Titles to read your Pamphlets, wherein you 
give the preference-unto them, What other mean- 
ing than this, can be put upon G. Whiteheads words 
( viz. ) That the ſpeaking of the Spirit in any is 
of greater Authority than the Scriptures. 
Quak. This I ſtill affirm, that the inward ſpeaks 
ing or living miniſtration of the Spirit of Truth, 
i5 
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i of greater Authority than the Scriptures, in the N 


abſtratt. G. White. Append. p.13. 
Chr. Thou haſt accuſtomed thy ſelf ſo much to 


equivocal Anſwers, that thou ſcarce knoweſt how 


HD 


to ſpeak directly ro any queſtion propounded, If 


by abſtrattthou doſt mean, the meer Charatters, 
Ink,, and Paper ſeparated from the ſenſe and 
meaning , then what thou- haſt ſaid is not tothe 
queſtion : For that intended not the Scriptures 1n 
ſuch an abſtract. Ir becomes a man of thy pro- 
teflon, either to Anſwer plain queſtions according 
ta the true impart and intent of them, or elſe ro 
ſay nothing. Bur 1f thou wilr affirm, that the in- 
ward ſpeaking of the Spirit in any, is of greater 
Authority than the Scriptures in their true and pro- 
per ſenſe, then I expect thy proof, In the mean 
time, what doft thou ſay to this affertion. of Ed, 
Burrough's, That is no Command to me which 1s a 
Con:mand to another, neither did any of the Saints 


.att by a Command that was given to another, See 


his works. — p. 47. ——: 

Quak. Thou haſt abuſed and belied us inthis 
very particular, Pen. Ib. 102. 

Chr. Thou haſt a ſtrange confidence, if thou haſt 
examined the place my quotation refers to, thou 
muſt needs know I have not belied you. If thou 
haſt not, how dareſt thou thus charge me ? 

Quak. Thoſe Commands muſt relate to extraor- 
dinary Commands, ſuch as Moles his going ta 
Pharaoh, Iſaiah's going naked, Jeremiah 's making 
yokes, Amos his going nts the Kings (happel : In 
this ſenſe I affirm with that faithful young wan of 
| God, that the Command which came to them was 


net a Command to another, Ib, 103. _—_ | 
2 : Cbr. 
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» |, C/r. Such Commands as theſe were neither |. 
; Rentioned by E. B. nor could he intend them , 
as the place by me quoted will ſhew. For the 
Objection againſt the Quakers was this, that we 
are not to do duries by or trom a Command with- 
out. And that the word Command in Scripture 
was not a Commando them : To which he An- 
iwered as before , adding, that ſuch who go to duty 
by imitation from the Letter, which was Com- 
wands toothers, their ſacrifice is an abomination 
to the Lord, Hence he elſewhere tells us, that 
they who take up a Ccommand from the Scriptures 
are in the Witchcraft, Burroughs works, 105. 
Quak. Ed. Burrough ozly pleads againſt ſuch 
. performances under the name of Ordinances as 
were but ſhaddowy , elementary, and periſhing 
things. Such elementary Types, Shaddows, an#* 
Figures appointed for a ſeaſon,and to paſioff : That 
ſuch are not Commands to 1s, uzleſi required by the 
l fame Spirit anew. Ib. 105, 150, 151. — | 
Chr, If thus E. B. did plead, wherefore didſt 
thou ſay I belyed him 2 And why didft thou fo 
interpret his words before, as if he reſpe&ed onl 
extraordinary Commands ? Doft thou conſult thy E 
credit, in multiplying ſuch inſtances of thy inad- _ ' 
vertency and folly > What reaſon hath any man to #4 
believe thee either in what thou affirmeſt gr deny- 2 
eſt ? that doſt ſo apparently contradict thy ſelf in * 37 
both 2 Bur foraſmuch as thou confeſſeſt that E. B. 2 
did plead againſt ſuch Ordinances as were but ſhad- 
aows appointed only for a ſeaſon and to paſs off ,thar 
ſuch are no Commands to us, how wilt rhofprove 4 
this ? cc. | Rad bh 3 
Quak. Let- zt be obſerved that there's, "> «3 
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leaſh mention in all the Epiſtles of that — 
Diſciple, of any of thoſe Ordinances which ſtood 
 8n viſible and corruptible Elements. But the ſcope 
wand tendency of them is the moſt inward and ſpiri- 
tual of any of the Apoſtolical writings. So that to 
bring in things of a ſhaddowy' and temporary na- 
trre amongſt the Commands of Chriſt, 1s to abuſe 
the Apoſtle. — Ib. 106. -—- . 

Chr. Let it be obſerved what an arrogant, abu- 
ſroe, Pans and impertinent man this W. Pen 
#, who makes the Apoſtle topatronize and avouch 
the Quakers wickedneſs, and alſo ſets the Apoſtles 
and their Writings at variance.Suppoſe none of the 
poſitive Inſtitutions of Chriſt be expreſly mention- 
ed z his Epiſtles, did he therefore deny them 2 Or 
reach men ſo todo ? And are his Writings (oz this 
fragle account ) more ſpiritual than the Writings 
of the other Apoſtles ? Becauſe God ts not named 
znthe Book of Eſther, can any Athesfft thence con- 
clude ihere is no God'? and that therefore .that 
Book is the beſt of all the Books in the holy Scrip- 
tures ? Becauſe Cicnmciſion, the Paſſover, and 
effering Sacrifices, are not named in ſeveral Books 
of ihe Old Teſtament, could any Few therefore 
infer that thoſe Pen-men denyed them 2 Or that 
their Writings were more ſpiritual than thoſe thar 
did take notice of them > The Apoftlc Fohn doth 
not expreſly mention Adam to be the firſt man, 
and that Death cameinby him , doth he therefore 
deny it 2 *Tis ſufficient that theſe Commands are 
elſewhere expreſſed in the Writings of thoſe who 
wrote from the ſame Spirit Fohz did. 

Moreover, though he do no: mention ſuch Or- 
dinances, yet he hath reſpetiothem, in ſaying, 
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te that knoweth God, and keepeth not his Con 
nadments, us a Lyar, 1FEP.2 Cape 4+ This s 
the Love of God, that we keep his Commandments, 
Cap. 5. 3-— He that abideth in Chriſt ought to 
walk, as he walked, Cap.2,6. - Now weare 
certain that our Lord did walk in the obſervance of 
poſitive Inſtitutions What Commandments 
can theſe be that the Apoſtle ſo often mentions, 
but ſuch as then were obſerved by all true Chrifti- 
ans at that time 2? Hence E. B, his affirming that 
ſuch who rake up a (ommand from the Scripture 
are inthe Witchcraft, 1sſo far from being counte- 
nanced by the Apoſtle, that 1t is a prophane and 
I1mpious poſition. | 

Quak. Thy oppoſing this, plainly tells us, that 
thou haſt no (ommand in thy ſelf for duing what 
thou doſt. That the bare Authority of the Scrip- 
tures 15 all that induceth thee, Tb. p. 106, — —---- 

Chr. The wiſe man tells us that a prudent man 
dealeth with knowledge, but a fool layeth open his 


folly : therefore though thou maiſt probably ſo/ace 


thy ſelf, as if what thou haſt now ſaid were per- 
tinent to the purpoſe, "twill be but ( according to 
the Proverb )\ a fool laughing at his folly, Ts not 
the Authority of God uifictent to induce any man 
to obedience ? Can any inward motion be of greater 
Authority than the revealed will of him who is 
abſolute Soveraign ? Is thiis to talk like a Chriſti- 
an, or a ſober Heathen ? to prefer private moticns, 
to the poſitive and known Laws of God? Canſt 
thou imagine this will be a ſufficient excuſe in 
the great Day, when God ſhall put it to thy 
Conſcience, Why didft thou not obey my Will in 
this and that (ommanament ? for thee to Anſwer, 
EE : becauſe 


NR 
bo 
- 


62 


 err,but will pretend reaſon why they ſhould ſo do, 


. ADialogue bi et 


becauſe Thad nothing but thy bare bx tuber for it; 
T bad no command in my ſelf to "do it. But though 
the leading Quakers will venture thus to diſpute 
the Authority of God in his Word, yet will they 
not indure their own Soverazgnty to be queſtion- 
ed under any pretext of the want of inward moti- 
ons. Suppoſe thou ſhouldſt command any of thy 
Servants to do this or the other thing ( that 112 
be lawful in at ſelf ) And they reply, Tilt they 
have a (ommand in themſelves, thy bare Authort- 
ty is no ſufficient inducement to then} 
queſtion whether thy Pride could bear 
yet this afiront is nothing ro what 6b felt 
would put upon God. L/ 

Quake We deny the ncceſſity of Water ,Bread, and 
Wine ,, for we kyow they were uſed as figures and 
ſhaddows no longer to endure thantill the ſubſtance, 
Now the time of the Baptiſm of the Holy Ghoſt is 
long ſince come, conſequently the other ought to 
ceaſe. — 107. 

Chr. *Tis a very ſad thing when' men do not only 


having ;imbibed ſuch principles as neceſſarily do 
lead them to perſiſt therein. This will be a bitter 
aggravation both of their fin and miſery in the 
end, You tell us theſe Ordinances were uſed a5 fi- 
gures ;, no longer toendure than till the ſubſtance 
come, (viz. ) The Baptiſm of the Holy Ghoſt, 
The reaſon can be no other than the vain conceit 
of a deluded mind. For Water, Baptiſm, and 
Breaking Bread were no figures of the Baptiſm of 
the Spirit : Therefore this can be no reaſon for 
the abolithins of them. Chriſt commands his 
Apoſtles and Mini os Fe go teach and Baptize, &Cc. 


promiſe ng 


5s this intire Commilſtion no longer in force than 
till the Baptiſm of the Spirit ? | 
Quak. True, Chriſt bade his Apoſtles teach 
and Baptize, but no water 1s mentioned, AQ. 1, 
ſaith, "Chriſt would Baptize them with the Holy 
Ghoſt, and then was the Commiſſion in force, Go 
teach all Nations, Baptizing ; how? With the 
Holy Ghoſt: By turning people from darkgeſs to 
light, from the Power of Satan to God.1b.107,108. 
Chr. 1f the Baptiſm of the Holy Ghoſt do put 
( as thou. ſaiſt ) this Commiſſion in force, then 
the Obligation to thoſe duties ſignified in the Com- 
miſſion cannot be taken off : but do and muſt re- 
main in full force, notwithſtanding this Bapriſm. 
If ſo, thy Argument falls —_—— 
 Quak. Mot ſo, For water is not here mentioned, 
"Ts to Baptize with the Holy Ghoſt, by turning 
people from darkpeſs to light, &c. 1b. 
| Chr. If Baptiſm with Water be not, then no 
Baptiſm &n be here intended, Mot the Baptiſm 
of Afﬀiidions ; For the Apoſtles were not com- 
manded to perſecute Chriſttans to Death. Mor 
the Baptiſm of the Holy Ghoſt, for that was a Pro- 
miſe not a Commiſſion given to them, To Bap- 
tize with the Holy Ghoſt was none of their duty, 
:t being properly Chriſts work,, 1 will Baptize 
you, &c. The Baptiſm in the Text is ſuch as is 
to be adminiſtred in or into the Name of the Fa- 
ther, Son, and Holy Ghoſt. Ts it proper to ſay, 
I Baptize you with the Spirit into the Name of the 
Spirit, Again, turning men from darkneſs to 
light, zs not the Baptiſm of the Spirit , if it were, 
then when Chriſt made this promiſe t9 the a_ 
| es 


tel * promiſmg to be with them to the end of the World. 


' and deftroy inſtituted Religion, 
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files ( of Baptizing them with the Spirit ) they 
muſt be in an unconverted ſtate, not turned frorf 
the power of Satan to God. The godly in all 
Ages before that, were turned from darkneſs to 
light , yet that is no where called che Baptiſm of 
the Holy Ghoſt, Tf thou ſhalt object, I tty from 
the Text to an Interpretation, becauſe Water 1s 
not expreſſed : The like I ſay to thee. Thou 


runneſt from tlie Text to an Interpretation:'Foraſ- 


' much as the Baptiſm of the holy Ghoſt neither is 


expreſſed, nor can be deduced from the Text. — 

But fince thou art pleafed to infiſt ſo much upon 
this Text, let me ask thee, who gave this Com- 
mitlion ? And to whom was it given? Was it 


' Siven from the Liphr within, or by the perſon of 


Chriſt without us 2 If from the Light within, 
then whether ir gives this Commiſlion to every in- 
dividual man in whom it is 2 -—— or but to fine 
men only ? If to all, then every manis an Apoſ#le 


and Miniſter, which is not true, If hut to a few, 


then the Light within, doth not give alike Rules to 
all men. — Bur if this Commiſſion was not 


given from the Light within, bur by the perſon of 


our Lord Chriſt without us, then his words are of 
greater Authority, and do give more perfe& di- 
rections than the meer Light within: 

* Quak. 1 would not have any ſo fottiſh as to think, 
that Chrift came to aboliſh the ſhaddows of the 


' Fews, and inſtitute others in their room, He 
* Came to remove,change,and aboliſh the very nature 
ſach Ordinances. Tb. 108. 


| Chr, I would not have thee nor any man be ſo 
fottiſh as to conclude that Chriſt came to aboliſh 


Cake i 
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Quak. 1 do affirm that Circumciſion i as much in 


\ force asWater, Baptiſm ,, and the Paſchal Lamb as 


Bread and Wine:For a contizuance of them would have 
been a Fudaizing of the Evangelical Worſhip. To aſ- 
ſert their continuance would be as much as in ſuch lies, 
to pluck, up the Goſpel or ſpiritual worſhip by the roots. 
Hence that Appellation, Ordinances of Chriſt, 7 do 7e- 
nounce as unſcriptural;ana.inevangelical , and can te- 


ſtifie from the ſame ſpirit by which Paul renounced 


Circumciſion,that they ate to be rejetied,1b.108, 10g. 

(or. It thou hadſt only ſaid,chey are to be rejefted, 
it had been more than enough ; too much for thee to 
warrant. But "tis impiows in thee to teſtifie this, from 
the ſame Spirit by which Paul 7enoiinced Circumciſi- 
on, Muſtthe holy Spirit at every turn, be produced 
to avouch and patronize thy Lyes ? But what will not 
an arrogant and daring young man venture to affirm ! 
Did ever ſuch language as this drop from the Tongue 
or Pen of any ſerious Chriſtian ? May we not from 
ſuch reaſoning conclude, That a Quaker #5 quite ane- 
ther thing than a Chriſtian 2 For how can they be 
Chriſtians thar not only neglect, but reprobate the path 
that ſuch have,and do walk in ; Whatever therefore 
your pretences be to the ſufficiency of inward ſpeak- 
1ngs, , tis but too apparent, your underſtandings are 
vitiated,and the tendency of all your reaſonings about 
Inftituted Religion is to debauckrmankind, to teach 
them how to hve #7 rebellioz againſt God, To deſpiſe 
and contemn all the goodneſs and grace of Goa un hs 
condeſcenſions to them ; for if no lubmiſlion to theſe 
Ordinances be ſinful, how much more witked and pe- 
rillous muſt it be to rejet them, and likewiſe teach 
menſotodo? Herein. the great enemy to Religion, 
and the 'Souls of men is practiſing his miſchievous 
and defttuRive deſigns both by and upon you. 

EF 


Quak. 


a Chaiſtian anda Quaker, &s5 * 


Quak. We deny theſe Ordinances — the S prret 2 
of Whoredom, Apoſtaſt:, and all manner of wickedneſs 
hath got them,and covered it ſelf with them.Tb.109.-- 

(ir. Is this good reaſoning, becauſe evil men pro- 
pane the holy Ordinances of Chriſt, therefore Chri- 
ſtians muſt rejetthem. IF ſceme men abuſe meat 
and drisk,, to exceſs and drunkenneſs,muſt not ſober 
perſons ior that reaſon eat and drink > Though many 
of your own Miniſtry have af#edwvillany under that 
cover, is Preaching to be reje&ed > And'if many 
have been guilty of great follies and wickedneſs,under 
pretence of following the Light within ( as inſtances 
might eaſily be enumerated) will you therefore repro- 
| barethe Light within > Thoygh ( chou W. Pex ) haſt 
| Covered many a notorious lye under the pret®nce of 
being guided by a infallible ſpirit, Is there there- 
fore fo ſuch thing as an infallible ſpirit to be acknow- 
[edged 7 If thou wilt not admit of this confequence, 
why doſbthou improveic? In a word, the fins of 
' men cannot weaken the Authority of God : Though 
they be wicked, his Laws have till the ſameobligart- 
. on upon us , Tet not then the errings of men, be rules 
of errot to u<« > 
2. Of Juſtification. 
Chr. Thou haft boldly, and inthe name of the 
Lord, affirmed, that Juſtification by tha righteoul- 
neſs which Chriſt fulfilled for us, wholly without us, 
to bea Doctrine of Devils. Apol. p. 148. what ſaiſt 
' thou hereunto? - "Js | 

Quat. Fhb:s Apology cited, was written againſt « 
malicious Prieſt in Ireland, to whom I made this 
anſwer related by thee, Pen,Reaſ.againſt Rail, p.68.-- 
Chr, If thy poſition cannior be proved, 'twill be 
ng excuſe to ſay, it was given in anſwer to a-malictuus 


hg 


Prieſt; yea, thy folly and raſhiieſs is the mare aggra- 
vated trom thy manner of afiertins ir. (_uak, 


,*| » a Cheiſttan anda Quiker, 67 

54 | 4 Quak: {f herein I have crofſed the expreſs teſtsmo- 

z Py of the Scripture, ſhew me; but if 1 haveonly 
thwarted a moſt ſin-pleaſing and dangerous notion, let 
ſuch as hold it look to that. Ib. 68. ---+ 

Chr. Thou ſuppoſeſt the Doctrine of Juſtification 
by that righteouſneſs which Chriſt fulfilled, wholly 

| * wichour us, to be a ſin-pleaſing and dangerous notion, 
but what reaſon haſt thou ſo te eſteem it ? 

Quik. My reaſons are theſe, ( 1.) No man is 
juſtified without Faith, no man hath Faith withent 
works , therefore the works of righteonſnefs by the 
Spirit are neceſſary to our Fuſtification. Tb. p: 69. 

: Chr, Whether a ſincere Faith be neceſfary to our 
- | Juſtification, is one thing , but whether ſuch a Faith 
be it ſelf eur ſole righteouſneſs , for which we are 
juſtified, is another : Juſtification by that righreouſnefs 
which Chriſt fulfilled without us, will vety well con- 
fiſt with the firſt : But if thou intend the Jatter, *cis 
falſe Doctrine. _ : 

Quak. If men are juſtified whilſt impure , then 
God acquits the enilty, which is contrary to plasn 
Scripture, which cannot be, 1 mean whilſt in a re- 
bellians ſtate, Ib. OD, | 

Chr. Tf by impure and rebellious, thou intendeſt 
only ſuch as have not arrived to perteQion, then none 
are juſtified in this life, and you your ſelves ( what- 
ever your preſumptions may be ) are yer in an unjuſti- | 
fied ſtate : Bur it by impure, you mean ſuch as are 
zmpenitent , this toucheth nor the queſtion, for the 
common Doctrine ( which thou oppoſeft ) ſaith, 
that no man # attually juſtified till he believe, Unlels 
then, thou canſt prove that the Juſtification of ſuch 
as believe, is a juſtifying perſons jn a rebellious ſtxe, 
thy reaſon is of no force , *tis not the common Do- 


&rine but thy own imagination thou contendeſt with; 
F 2 Admit, 


Rs. Se Teton. JPA & nb. PG Bo. oF 


LANDS Fl 
WETERE, 
as { 


63 © A Dialogue between - 


Admit, that Juſtification is of them that believe ; yety {| 


toinfer, either that believing it ſelf,or believing with 
good works is our fole righteouſneſs, tor which we are 
juſtified ; or thar Juſtification by rhat righteouſneſs 
which Chriſt falfilled for us, without us, is a dotrine 
of Devils, is utterly inconſequent. 

Quak. Dt: ath came in by aitual ſm, not imputative, 
therefore Juſtification comes by aftual righteouſneſs, 
not imputative, Ib. | 

Chr. This actual fin, by which death entred into 
the world was the ſin of Adam ; Death reigned over 
all that had not ſinned after the ſimilitude of Adam's 
tranſereſſon,that is, had not ſinned: Ctually,Row.5. 14. 
So Juſtification comes by aCtual r:ighrevufrets, thar is, 
by that righteouſneſs which Jeſs Chref fulfilled for 
25, wholly without us,” as the ſame Chapter at large 
thews — *As then Adam by bis fin brought Death into 
the world, ſo Jeſus Chriſt did by his obedience bring 
in arighreouſneſs. ſuificient to juſtifie all char by Faith 
lay hold of it. This reaſon then (croſs zr5 deſig and 
zntendment ) proves that to'be a'truth, which thou 
7mpudently calleſt a doctrine of Devzls. | 

Quak.T his freaks peace to the wicked,whilft wicked, 
but thcre 15 no-ptace to the wicked: The * 

Chr Though the dorine of what Chriſt hath- 
done and ſuffered (without us) for'finners, be an en- 
couragemen to ſuch as afe ſenſible of their periſhing 
and ſtaful condition to believe and repent , yet 1t1s 
horribly wicked, to conclude, that what-Chrift hath 
done and ſuffered wirhout 145,” 15.to ſpeak peace to the 
wicked whilſt ſuch. Whar though many do flatter 
themſelves, and miſimproie it is dodtrine'( to therr 
' peri) be it ) muſt the do&1Ine ir ſelf 'be damned for | 
their taut? - | — 
_ Cuak.. By this doflrine wen are atad and alive - 
f rae 


vw * 
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may be damned attuallyy "yet* ſaved imputatively. Ib, 

Chr. 1 perceive thowhaſt'an art (rough it be n0 
other thax that we call Titgerdemain ) to draw ſuch 
confequences from a do&rine as naturally do notariſe 
thence? And thus whilſt thou pracndeit to confute 
the common doctrine ; thou comendeſt only: with 
rhe..idle and impertinem faticies of thyown brain : 
For, the common doctrine faith, that Toſtification s 
by, and for the righteouſneſs of Chriſt which he ful- 
filled without us, but yet ſo, asihat.no man is actually 
juſtified, or benefited by that righteouſneſs bur he 
thar believes. Can any 'man-from theſe premiles ratt- 
ohally*infer, thar' a believer: is imputatively ſaved, . 
and ar che very fame inſtant dead in ſin, and attually. 
damned? ceftajnly Pride, Pallion, or Prejudice bath 
blinded thy eyes, —— * 

Quak. en are to reap what they do ſow,every man 
ſhall be rewarded according-'to his works, none are 
juſtified but the Children of God, None are the Chil- 
dren of God but they who are led by the Spirit, "Tis 
not the Oyl in anothers Lamp, but in our own that 
will ſerve our turns. The rejoycing muſt bein our + 
ſelves, nat in another , though to Chriſts holy power 
alone we ao aſcribe it. Tb. 69, 70.—— 

Chr. Thoughevery man ſhall be rewarded accord- 


Ins tro his works, and none are juſtified but rhe Chil- 


dren of God, yet it will not follow tbat every man 2 ju- 
fſtified for his works, as the meritorious,procuring.and 
deſerving cauſe, or that Juſtification by that righte- 
ouſneſs which Chriſt fulfilled without us is ( as thou 
wickedly termeſt it ) a doQrine of Devils. Theſe 
reaſons are therefore of no force to eſtabliſh. what thou 
haſt aſſerted. Either then thou muſt quir it,or think of _ 
F 3 other 
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other mediums to maintain it, Mean while, ' this ts *Þ ® 


plainly deducible from thy preſent reaſonings, that n 


the dodrine of (hrift dying for ſinners (wholly with- 
out them ) hs prving bis life for a ranſom hath no- 
thins in 1t as a ground oi our rejoycins, for our re- 


zoycing muſt ( asihou affirmeſt ) be 2 our ſelves, not 


z2 another. The whole glory of your Salvation-( if 


ever yoube ſaved ) 15ro be aſcribed to Chrifts power, 
that is, the Light in you. But canſt thou imagine 
this ſhould pais for Truth againſt Fiction ? 

Quak. 'Tis wicked and erraneous in them who aot 
from Scripture evidences, but their dark conjeltures 
and irterpretations would frame a dottrine inconſiſtent 
with Goas pure and equal nature, making to condemn 
the righteous to death, and juſtify the wickgd to life, 
from the impuration of anothers rigbteouſneſs. 1b.71 .-- 

Cir. Thou precendeſt to argue againſt rhe common 
doctrine, yer quoteſt neither man, nor men ti:at ever 
ſpoke or wrote thus, ( viz.) That from the imputa- 
tion of anothers righteonſneſs, God doth condemn the 
righteons to Death, and juſtific the wicked ts Life. 
This is a forgery of your own, a common Lye the 
Quakers have made, and publiſhed,therefore no confu- 
ration of the common dvErine, bur of your own lying 
imaginations. Let me adviſe chee to be honeſt, and nor 
ro ſuffer thy pride and prejudice thus to hurry thee, 
firſt, ro aſſert one error, and then todefend ir by 
-another, In fhort, this is your opinion ( according 
ws Thave formerly quoted from thy ſandy founaation, 

P. 25.) Thar Juſtification 15 nat, from the impurati- 
-on of anothers righteouſneſs, but from the actual 
_performins and keeping Gods righteaus Statutes. 
Quax T 1915 15 4 baſe and diſt Cenrmons Citation. Ib.70, 
Chr. This cenſure would certainly have b2en 
ſoared, had thou had but the leaſt reſpect ro thy 
own 


a Cyziſſzan and a Muaker., 7: 
*own credit : For thou knoweſt the quotafion js true, 
p | qndalſo that i 15 the very point thou endeavoureſt to 

mainta1n, 

Quak. Let the Reader hear my Argument as it 1s 
laid down in my own Book, and then let him give 
judgement of thee, from Ezek, 18. 20, 26, 27, 28. 
I draw this Argument, That the Fuſizfication of per- 
fons ts nor from tbe iuputation of aiothers righteouſe 
neſs, but the attual performing er keeping Gods righte= 
ous Statutes, otherwiſe Gods waies were not cqual, 
Ib. 70, 71. 

Chr, This repetition of thy own Argument 1n the _ 
words, cited by mx, proves me honeſt, and not baſe 
and diſingenuon inwy citation, trom hence the Rea- 
der may give judgement, that chy tongue is no {lander , 
bur foraſmuch as thou doſt perſiſt in this opinion, 
what ſaiſt thouto Rem. 5, 19. As by the obeatence of 
one, many were made ſinners: ſo by the obedience of 
One, MANY are WANe VighteOuss | 

Quak. This Chapter conſidered is no more than this, 
That -as "Adam, repreſentarive of mankind, was he 
by whom ſin entred iato the World : So Chriſt was he 
by whoſe coming and obedience righteouſneſs had an 
entrance tothe fuſtification of many. I. 71,72. 

Chr. Here thou doſ oppole Adam and Chriſt as 
two repreſentatives. I preſume by (hr:ift in this 
place,thou doſt not mean che Light within every man : 
For, how can that be a repreſentative ? vince then, 
contradictions are the common inlirmitics attending 
your writings, methinks you ſhould not bz ſo immo- 
deſt as to pretend to Infalhbility — But wherein is 
this thou haſt offered to the point in queſtion ? 

' Quak, Chriſts work was twofold, ( 1.) To re- 
mit, forgive, or juſtifie from the imputation of ſins 
paſt, ſuch as truly repent and believe ( 2.) By bu 
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power and ſpirit working un the hearts of ſuch, to de- ; 
ftroy and remove the very nature of ſin,to make an endl 
of it, to finiſh tranſgreſſion, preſent, and to come ., the 
firſt removes the guilt,the ſecond the cauſe of it. b.72. 

Chr, This diſtin&ion of the work of Chriſt proves 
not what thou haſt aſſerted, viz. That Juſtification 
75 not by the imputation of anothers righteouſneſs, 
much leſs, thar ſuch a Juſtification is a do#-:ne of 
Devils; For, if one part of Chriſts work be to re- 
mit and juſtifie from the 1mputation of ſins paſt, which | 
thou calleft a removing of the guilt, that zs, raking | + 
off the obligation to puniſhment , then I guerie, upon 
what account this is ſo? Is repentance and believin 
the meritorious and deſerving cauſe of this remiſſion ? 
Or 1s it with reſpc& to what Chriſt hath done and 
ſuffered for u , without us? If che firſt, chen thou muſt 
prove that repentance and believing is the meritorious 
cauſe of forgiveneſs : But it thou wilt ſay the latter, 
It overthrows thy Argument, and juſtifies thar to be 
true, which thou haſt boldly affirmed to be a doctrine 
of Devils. "Ip wy ; 

Quak. 7 prant that Chriſts obedience to death was 
3 order to make men righteous, becauſe it was inthe 
nature of a Sacrifice : In which ſence, the juſt ſuf- 
fered for the un;uft, and whilſt we were ſinners, Chriſt 
died for w. And he juſtified the ungodly, that is, 
upon repentance , ſtill repentance brought home the ge- 
neral pardon promulgated in and by that holy offering , | 
thus by the obedtence of onc , even to the Death, 
manycome to be made righteous, that is, juſtified from 
many offences. Ib. 72,73, — _ 

Chr. Tf Chriſts Death was in the nature of a Sa- 
crifice, and therefore in order to make men righteous , 
if he ſuffered ( chat is, withour ws) for the unjuſt, 
wail we were ſinners, he died for us, How then can 
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uſtificatian, by that righteouſneſs which he fulfilled 


for 4, without u:, be eſteemed ( as "tis by thee ) 4 
doftrine of Devils ? Was his Death a Sacrifice ? 
and was it for ſizzers, and. yet not to be imputed or 
accounted tothem? was there neither ſar;sfatt;on,nor 
merit in thoſe ſufferings ? And whereas thou doſt ſay, 
that repentance brought home the general pardon pro- 
mulgated in and by that holy offering : Then repen- 
rance (31 thy own Labs) can be no more but the con- 
dition of the application of the righteouſneſs of Chriſt 


77” (viz. ) The righteouſneſs of the obedzence of that 


one man, even to the death of the Croſs ( which was 
without us) But, how it is poſlible for thee to recon- 
cile this with thy former affertion, or with the ſole 
ſufficiency of che Light in every man to juſtifie and 
fave, is very well worthy of thy ſecond thoughts, 

Quak. Though Chriſt died for the ungodly, yet they 
are not thereby juſtified whilſt unrepentant. Peter ſaith 
Repent, and receive the remiſſion of ſins. How is 
this repentance wrought, by which as a conaition any 
come to be sntereſted inthat great pardon ? Is the Spi- 
rit unconcerned in this? Are we not by nature chil- 
dren of wrath ? Is not this confeſſed by tbe profeſſors 
of Religion in our times, and the moſt affeted piece of 
their righteouſneſs too ? If then repentance be a Con- 
dition, and this cannot be without the Spirit of Chriſt 
work it, then ſomething muſt be done within of the | 
nature of inward righteouſneſs, before any benefit 
can be received from (hriſts death and ſufferings > 
this is cloſe to the point. Ib. 74. 

(br. Though this be more cloſe to the point, than 
any thing thou haſt yet ſpoken, yet tis not ſo cloſe, 
as to prove thy poſition ; for it repentance be but a 
condition, then "ris not the ſole righteouſneſs for which 
we are juſtified ; 1f it be the very righteouſneſs it {er 

| OW - 


74  ADialogue betwern | 


death and ſufferings ( without ws ) then Juſtification 
_ by that righteouſneſs which Chriſt fulfilled wichour 
us, 1s no doQrine of Devils. 

But why arr thou ſo inconfiderate as to upbraid pro- 
feſſors for confeſling that of themſelves, they canner 
think a good thought, and that they are by nature the 
children of wrath, as if this were an affected piece of 
their righteouſneſs ? 1s it becauſe you acknowledge na 
ſuchthing, bur are above ſuch a confeſſion ? or is it, 
that it is a lye init ſelf? —- If the former, then you 
are proudly forgetful, not remembring the pit from 
whence you were digged, If the latter, why doſt thou 
inſtance it as an Argument for the neceſſity of the Spi- 
rit to work this repentance in us? which though grant- 
ed,yet to infer that repentanceit ſelf is that ſole righte- 
ouſneſs in which we muſt ſtand before God, 1s incon- 
ſequent , for, thy ſelf calleſt it 2 condition to bring 


home the general pardon. I ask thee, and tis cloſe 


ro the-point, upon what account is thar general pardon | 
' promulgated, if repentance cannot be the ground of - 


the promulgation of ſuch a pardon 2 Is it then upon 
the account of what Jeſus Chriſt hath dane and ſuffer- 


ed without us ? If thou ſay this, thou wilt contradict. 


. thy former aſſertion, and prove thy ſelf impudently 
wicked in affirming it in the name of the Lord to be x 
doftrine of Devils, But foraſmuch as thou ſeemeft to 
Srant that Chriſts death was in the nature of a Sacri- 
fice > how will this agree wich what rchou haſt for- 
merly afſerted. ( viz. ) That Chriſt fulfilled the Law 
only as vur pattern or example ? Sand. Found.p., 26.-- 

Quak. 1: this quotation thou haſt done exattly like 
tby'{elf, for if thou canſt find the word only there, or 
ſuch an anſwer to ſuch a queſtion,thou haſt not wrong- 

c 


how is it a condition ? If but a condition wrought ? | *: 
and performed in order to receive benefit from Chriſtsy 


l 
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edon, and very certain the word Only was not there, 
therefore thou art a forger. That which 1 ſaid with 
the Scripture on which it was grounded was this, It 
ye keep my Commandments, ye ſhall abide in my 
Love, &+c. Reaſ.againſt Rail.p.78.--Sand. found.26.-- 
Chr. Here tis hard to ſay ( to uſe thy own woras ) 
whether thy diſhoneſty or impudence be the greater : 
For inthis anſwer,thou art guilty of no leſs than three 
notorious untruths. ( 1. ) Thon inſinuates as if the 
Text above named were the only Text from whence 
thou didſt argue, in thy Sand. found.--p. 26.--This is 
one untruth. (..) Thok art ſure the fulfilling of the 
Law was not the ſubjett treated on there, thou know- 
eſt that hercin thou haſt ſpoken falſely. And(3. )Thou 
art very certain the word Ozly is not there. Thus haſt 
thou aggravated thy wickedneſs in adding lyeunto 
lye, and all this knowingly : neither haſt thou the 
leaſt excuſe left thee to extenuate thy fin : For thou 
hadft thy ſandy foundation by thee when thou wrote 
this Book againſt me, wherezz thou haſt tranſcribed a 
oreat part of that, Amongſt the reft ( that all mer: 
may be acquainted with thy folly and maaneſs ) this 
very Argument I referred ro,which here thou denieſt. 
Let the Reader compare Sazd. found.p. 26. and Reaſ. 
againſt Rail. P. 94. and he ſhall find that from 
Rom, 2.13. Not the hearers of the Law are juſt be- 
fore God, but the doers of the Law ſhall be juſtified ,, 
thou thus argueſt, Vnleſs we become doers of the Law, 
which C brif Came not to aeſtroy, but as our example 
ro fulfill, we can never be juſtified before God, Let 
not any fancy that Chriſt hath ſo fulfilled it for them, 
as to exclude their obedience from being requiſireto 


their acceptance, but Only as their pattern. W. Pen, 
| 1s 


x 2 | *ed me ; but ſure Tamthere is no ſuch queſtion, and as 
gure the fulfiling of the Law was not the ſubjett treat- 
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is this conſiſtent with common honeſty to Print three' 
fuch palpable falſhoods at once ? Neither is this th@ 
firſt time, by many, thou haſt been accuſed for ſpeak- 
ing falſly, which makes ſome to conclude, that Lying 
zs thy raigning Sin, Hence asthe teſtimony of char 
man who is once convict of Perjury is not to be re- 
ceived : ſoneither ought thine, whilft chou ſtandeſt 
convicted of ſuch wilfull Lying : But whac ſaich 
G. Whitehead to this word Only ? 

Quak. 1 ſay this word Only is added. Append.p.371. 

Chr. Certainly you are deſperate men, care not 
what you ſay or deny, may it but ſerve your preſent 
purpoſe, Ir is not for nothing, that you warn your 
. Profelytes againſt reading your Adverfaries Books, 
leſt your wickedneſs ſhould be derected ;, bur is it 
probable ſuch practices ſhould convince me, or any 
man of your rruth and honeſty ? If the wotd Ozly is 
Not to be juſtified,it would more become you to confeſs 
yourerror, thanto excuſe it by wiltull Lying. Bur 
fince youdeny Juftificazion by an imputed righteouſ- 
neſs,ler me know what that righteouſnels is, for, and 
upon the account of which ozly we are to be juſtified ? 

Quak. Ut is to be underſtood” of a righteouſneſs 
wrought by Chriſts power within,when T ſpeak of being 
Tuſtified, or being made juſt by jt. Ib. 71.,---Marg. --- 

br. This contounds Juſtification and Sandtification 

rogether,yea it makes Sanctification the ſole righteouf- 
neſs, by and for which we are juſtified, and conſe- 
quently tha Juſtification ought rather to be attributed 
ro the Spirit than to che obedtence of Chriſt, Thar 
the inward work of the Spirit doth accompany Juſti- 
fication 1s not denied, but that it is the alone righteouſ- 
neſs for which we are juſtified, remains for thee ro 
prove. ES” 

Quak.Was not Abraham juſtified by works? we muſt 
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got conceve that his. offering perſonally was not a ju- 


| ſtifying righteouſneſs, but that God was pleaſed to ac- 


connt'it ſo ,, nor was there any imputation of anothers 
righteouſneſs ro Abraham, but on the contrary, his 
perſonal obedience was the ground of that juſt 1mpu- 
tation; therefore that any ſhould be juſtified from the 
imputation of anothers righteouſneſs, not inberentzgu 
him, is both ridiculous and dangerous, Ib. p. 80. 

(br. *Tis:thy unhappineſs to militate both againſt 
the trath and thy ſelf. Thou doſt rarely expreſs thy 
mind in any point, without ſelf-contradidtion ; in- 
ſtances hereof are plentiful inthe foregoing diſcourſe, 
which is an undoubted evidence of thy falltbility and. 
weakneſs. Thou ſaidſt before, we are made juſt by. 
a righteouſneſs wrought by Chriſts power within. And 
now thou affirmeſt, That Abraham's offering per fo- 
nally was his juſtifying righteouſneſs. - It the inward 
work of the Spirit be our alone-righteouſneſs ; how 
can works performed by us be ſo too ? if thou wilt ſay. 
they are a condition, I ask of what? if-of our being 
made juſt by the Spirit, this, according to thy own 
reaſoning, would be ridiculous to imagine : tor the 
works thou talkeft of are ſuch as preſuppoſe an inward 
work. of the Spirit. Are then effetts conditions of 
their:cauſes ? Can aits flowing from prixciples be con- 
ditions of thoſe principles ? Can ſpeaking and moving, 
which ſuppoſe Life, be a condition of Life ?. 

But if Abraham's perſonal obedience was the ground, 
of his being accounted r;ghteows, then his obedience 
was his ſole r1ghteonſneſs in which and for which he 
ſtood accepted with God, and by conſequence every, 
mans-perſonal obedience muſt be ſo likewiſe. It ſo, 
then we are not made juſt, meerly by a righteouſneſs. 
wrought by Chriſts power within, but by a righteoul-- 
neſs performed by our felyes. But then what wilt = 
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my ſelf, yet I am not hereby juſtified. Paul did not 

conclude himſelf juſtified by his innocency. Row.42. 

IF Abraham were juſtified by works , then he hath 

whereof to glory, but not before God, Ver. 16. Bleſ- 
fed is the man to whomthe Lord imputeth righteouſneſs 
without works. Gal. 24 16. We are juſtified by the 
faith of (oriſt, and not by the works of the Law. 
Phil. 3. 9. Paul would be found in that righteouſneſs 
which i« through the faith of Chriſt, the righteauſneſs 
which ts of God through faith. 2, Cor. 5-21. He was 
made ſin for us, that we might be made the righteouſ- 
neſs of God in him, Jer, 23. 16. This ts hu name 
whereby he ſhall be called, The Lord our righteouſneſs. 

Rom. 10. 4. (briſt i the endof the Law for rightc- 
ouſneſs to every one that believeth. 1 Cor. 1. 31. 
Chriſt 1s made of God to us righteouſneſs. See 

Rom. 3. 24, 25,26, 27, 28, In all theſe Texts (with 

many more thar' might beinſtanced ) the righteauſ- 

neſs of Chriſt, and the righreouſneſs of works are 

oppoſed, and this oppoſition is not between one k:zd 

of works, and another k;nd of works, but between 
all kz#d of works, and the righteouſneſs of Chriſt. 

Faith is oppoled ta works, not meerly in it ſelf, for 
ſoit1s a work, but with reſpeR to that righteouſneſs 
it apprehends. | | 
Quak. Was not Abraham's faith and obedience ac- 
counted or imputed to him for righteouſneſs? G. W. 
Apol. p. 37. | 
(br. 1f Faith and Works be our fole righteonſneſ5, 

then by theſe only we are freed from the curſe of the 


Law, and to theſe only we muſt flee, when under 


any accufation, theſe having in them that which the 
Law:requires, Bur if Faith be only a condition,-, by 


which Chriſt becometh our righteouſneſs , then 
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ſay to theſe Texts, 1 Cor. 4. 4. 1 know nothing by, 
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* Faith irfelf cannot be our ſole righteouſneſs. As it 
*was not the meer a&t of looking that could heal them 
that were bitten by the fiery Serpents, but a looking 
( according to the inſtitution of God ) tothe Ser- 
pent uponthe pole. Hence when Faith 1s ſaid to be 
imputed ; zt ſignifies only to whow, and on what terms 
the righteouſneſs of Chriſt 1s imputed ; Therefore nor 
Faith ſimply in it ſelf, but as it is relative tothe righte- 
ouſneſs of Chriſt, is to be underſt:od ; otherwiſe the 
meer at of believing would be our alone righteouſ- 
nels, and not the righteouſneſs of Chriit apprehend- 
edby it. Again, it Faith and Works be our ozly ſole 
righteouſneſs , then the righteouſneſs of Chriſt is 
caſheered. Bur if you will ſay,that Faith and Works, 
together with Chriſts righteouſneſs, is our ſole righte- 
ouſneſs ; This isro ſay, that Chrifts righteouſneſs is 
. not a fult and compleat, but only a partial righteoul- 
nels, If both be imputed together, then either it muſt 
be in the ſame kind of cauſality,or in a different ſenſe. 
if the firſt, then I querie whether both may not be 
faid ro be meritorious ? Tf in a different ſenſe, thenT 
would know what that is, or whether it will not ifſue 
.1n this, That Chrifts righreouſneſs is that for which 
we are juſtified, and Faith is the means by which we 
£ome to have title thereunto ? 

There are ſeveral other Heads which I intended to 
have inſiſted upon,burt becauſe I would not exceed five 
or f1x. Sheets, do reſerve them to another oppor- 
tunity. Of that which hitherto bath been diſcourſed, 
this is the ſumm, firſt, You maintain the Light in eve- 

 rymautobe God: And that the Soul of mans God. 
That Chrijt is not a diftintt perſon without you : And 
though you pretend to own his outward appearance 
in the fleſh, yet you affirm the end of that appearance 
was only to redeeap and afliver Gods holy Life ( that 
is 
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is to ſay, himſelf) i man. That the Scriptures are 
210 rule of Faith and Prattice unto Chriſtians, That 
Ordinances are to be rejetted as ſhaddawy and periſh. | 
3ng things. For the like reaſon Jeſus Chriſt in whart þ 
he did and ſuffered without us, is diſeſteemed by you, | 
as being but figurative of. ſomething you fancy tobe} 
more ſpiritual in your ſelves. That Juſtification is | 
not by the righteouſneſs of another imputed : But our | 
own perſonal obedience us the. ground of our being ac- 
counted juſt, &Cc ME | | 

How ſuch a people, whoare left to ſuch a height of 
1:mpudence, and obftinacy in their errors, —_— 
ing themſelves to be no-other than the ſpawn: of that 
wicked brood the Ranters; having in theſe many in- 
ftances. fo apparently licked up their vomit ,, 1 ſay, 
how ſuchas theſe may be reputed amongſt the number 
of (briftians, T ſhall leave;to the judgement of others, 
 Buthefore I cloſe, I would willingly hear what thou 
haſt roy to thoſe things, which reſpect the ſecond } 
'general Head,wherein I have accuſed you (Quakers) | 
for Curſing, Railing, and Lying, inſtead of giving a | 
ſolid and diſtin anſwer to ſuch queſtions as have been 
propounded-toyou. To-prove this, E inſtanced E4, 
Burroughs one of your chief Prophets, in his anſwers 
ro twenty queſtions ; ſee Contr. of rhe Dial: p. 16, 
I7, I8, &Cc. - pm: 

Quik. Should this be admitted for proof ſo far as it | 
extends, ts not ſuſſicient proof. W.Pen, Read. againſt 
Rail. p. 3103.-—- BE 

Chr, But tell me ſerioufly, what thou thinkeſt of 
thoſe anſwers which E. B. gave? Le 
Quak. 7 warrant them from God, The 
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Chr. I know thou wanteſt not confidence to ailirm 
any thing, but prethee what reaſon haſt thou ſo to 
warrant them ? ——- FI 


Quak, 


a Chxiſifan and a Quaker. 
Quak. Godraiſed him up by his etcrnal power, to 


 Pcheck, and ſtrikg dumb that unclean and Serpentine 


Spirit which was predominant under the ſheryy of wor - 
ſhip, &c. Therefore by the ſenſe of the eternal Spirit, 
I dodeclare, that was the portion (viz. that Railins, 
Curling ,and Lying) and ozly fit anſwer to be given to 
thoſe trappanning queſtions. Ib. 164: 

Chr. Should it be ſuppoſed (which I know no rea- 
{on to grant) that the Queriſt was as vile and wicked, 
as thou doſt repreſent him, was Carſing, Railing, and 
Lying, a proper and fi: means to convince him ? If 
not, how dareſt thou be {vo impudently wicked, as to 
declare,. and that by the ſenſe of the eternal Spirir 
(0 impious man) that ſuch was the portion, and only 
fit anſwer-to be given? What canſt thou ſay to juſti- 
fie thy ſelf in thus ſpeaking ? 7 

Quak. Had E.B. gone into a familiar opening,to his 
vultrons,unclean,and ſerpentine eye,the deep things of 
the Spirit of God, and the myſteries of his holy King- 
dom, He had brought the wrath of the eternal God 
upon himſelf inſtead of the Prieſt. Ib, —— | 
Ch. The reaſon then, why you do not ſpeak fami- 
larly, (that is, diſtinitly, and intelligivly ) to ſuch 
queſtions as are propounded to you,ls for fear leſt you 
bring the wrath of God upon your ſelves, which is to 
ſay, That the dread of Judgement deters you from 
being honeſt, W. Per, doſt thou not herein talk lixe 
a mad man 2 Thou confeſleſt rhe queſtions were deep 
and weighty, and alſo ſeems to grant,thar the anſwers 
were not pertinent and familiar. What thou ſaiſt 
therefore, by way of Apology for E. B. cannot be 
excuſed by any thing, but that thou wrote in a Phrtn- 
Zy : And thy words are not likely to take with the 
reaſon of any man. Re 
Quak. Thoſe queſtions were the language of 4 
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white Devil, propounded in the ſubtilty of niclean, 


wiſdom, only to carp, cavil, and to inſnare the inno- 
cent. Though the Prieſt queried ſmoothly, yet it was 
nevertheleſs ſerpentine, le, 164, 165, - — 

Chr. Then ſuch queſticnsas cheſe (viz. Whether 
the word was made fleſh, more or oftner than once ? 
And whether the man Chriſt did really and i:«deed 
fuffer death, as upon the Croſs at Jeruſalem more, or 
oftner than once ? &C. ) are by you accounted the 


language of a white Devil, to inſnare the innocent, 


And why ſo ? but becauſe either you cannot, or dare 
not anſwer him diſtinctly and familiarly. Yer that 
you may ſay ſomething to tel]the world you have an- 
"ſwered, you will call the Queriſt Reprobate, (hild 
of the Dewil,Conjurer Sot, and fottiſh Beaſt, querying 
with conjured words, and that they are in the Sorcery, 
and witchcraft, &c, Put canſt thou believe that any 


man in his wits ſhould take this tor a ſolid anſwer 2 


Quak, Let it ſuffice that E.B. gave no harler names, 
than the Scripture by rule allows, and the ſame Spirit 
that gave them forth, hath now uſed themto the ſame 
end and purpoſe. Ib. 165. — | 

(br. have heard of ſome mad people,who at certain 
ties,and abour ſome pariicular things, will ſeemto 
diſcourſe very rationaily ; brit when rhey come to that 
which was at firſt rhe canle of their diſtraction, there 
they will rave and diſcover their madneſs :' Even ſo 
'tis with thee. Wilr thou deny the Scriptures ro be 
the'rule of praQtice, and now pretend its Authority 
for (urſing and Lying ? Is itarule only to counte- 
nance you in your wickedneſs * What man; that hath 
not loft his reaſon,but will conelude that herein W.P. 
doth manifeſtly rave? And whereas thon art pleaſed to 
ſry (to put us beyond doubr, that thy underſtanding ts 
crack'd) Thar the ſame Spirit that gave ſuch names, 


bathe 


| 


a Chziſtian anda Quaker. $3 


"bath now uſed them to the ſame end and purpoſe, If thoudoſt 
Mean rhe Spirit of God,thou preſumeſt wuhuut warrant, tor 
that never (as we read) gave ſuch names as Sor ,and forriſn 
Beaſt, to ſober cnquirers after the truth. ZBy Spirir, there= 
fore we muſt underſtand the uncleen, filthy, ad wicked [bi- 
rit * And then you have no reaſen to glory ir. the uſage of 
ſuch opprobrious language, as either hath been uſed, or 
given forth by fuch a Spirit, | 

Quak. It was not the man that E.B. ſpake to, as to the 
determining his eternal ſtate, bit that accrſcd ſeed that 
wa transformed in kim. Twas an anſwer of love ro the 


; Prieſt, though a ſharp and heavy anſwer of 5 ndgemcnt upon 
| that mindin him ; That never dia, nevcr will, nor can 


Chr, Haſt thouno more refpect for thy own credit than 
thus to expoſe thy ſelfto laughter and contemp:? Thoutold 


| us befofe,thar if E. B. had ſpoke familiarly, he had brought 
the wrath of God upon himſelf inſtead of the Prieſt, And 


now thou diſtinguiſheſt the Prieſt from that accuiſed ſeed 
that was in him ſaying,it was an ?nſwer of love tothe Prieſt 
but cf Judgement upon that mind that was in him. Then 
this accurſed ſeed that was in the queriſt, thou confeſſeſt was 
not the Prieſt ; If then this term Pr:cſt be uſed by you ( as 
tis commen with you to do ) by way of reproach, 1 wou'd 
know who, or what was the Pr:eft diſtin& from that ac- 
curſed feed? Either it muſt be the meer body of the man,or 
the Light within him , if thou ſay the firſt, thou wilt render 
thy (ff ridiculous , if the ſecond, then to affix ſuch a re- 
proachful name (2s according to your Dialett it is) upon 
that which you call Chriſt 3» man,muſt be by thy own opi- 
nion impious —- From the wholesthis is obſervable, That as 
mad as thou art, yet thou doſt nat deny the matter of ſ:, 
(viz. char the replies given by E.B. to.thofe twenty queſti- 
ons were no other than curſing.railing, and lying anſwers. 
Quak, Thou art wicked with a witneſs to run away with 

| | G 2 1wo 


ETY . A Dialogue between - 
_ or three leaves ”, a large folio book, about g00.pages.Ib. 166, 


Chr. Thoſe leaves I refer to,was anintire book, of it {elfy | 


though now Printed tagether withE. B.his works. If the an- | 


{wers which E.B. gave to theſe weighty queſtions, are not 


ro be allow'd,or if they be inconſiſtent with the Spirir, and 
deſign of the wi hole book, why were they permitted to be 


Printed togerher,was it not ( as your Notary in his Epiſtle | 


ſignifies) to fix and help your young Proſelytes for diſpute, 
that 15,when ihey meer with . queſtions too knotty for them 
to anſwr er,then to curſe and damn the querift ; and 1f any 
be ſcandaliz'd thereat,'tis bur to ſay{ as rhou tft) chat iſ} ould 
you ſpeak fmiliarly, (that 15, plainly and honeſtly ) the 
wraih of God would fall upon you inſtead of the querift. 

| Quak. Though tres inſtance of EP. might be admitted, 


yer 'r15 not ſufficient proof , for thy firſt queſtion and auſwer 
(in Contin.) Is 4 down-right forgery ia G. W. his name, | 


and that with no quotation, AY” thou promiſed it, at 

ONCE provins y fſelff a Lyar,aud a forger too. Tb. 163,— 
Chr.l promiie 

] could have oe it with fatety, but did cn purpoſe conceal 

ſome to try you, Albeit, I gave you ſufficient warningto 


take heed of being r00 peremptory in your denzals, telling | 


you,T had ſuch: ndoubred evidences of the eruth of thoſe 


thing 5s whereof accuſe you,as may ſatisfi ary man, which | 
LO wiſe men would have been a caution. Byt juſt as Iex- | 
pected { ard long before ſpoke to ; fore ) ſo it is happned, you, | 
dO deny them, an id thereby your ſhame wiil moxe mani- } 


teftly Yppear-: But what ſaith G, Whitchead hereunto ? 

Quak. Ireſtific againſt this as a fiction, this was net ny 
anſwer, neither haſt thou referred me to any quotation, but 

| haſt counter frited my name. Append. 13s» 

Chr. 'Though T did not refer thee to any quorat tion, yet 
thou couldft nor be ignorant to, whom thou thus ſpake;bur if 
thou haſt forgotten, Twill refer thee and the Reader to this 
following Quoration, ts 


i ; 


d'not a Quotation to every inſtancethough | 


Whizeas 


BET ve OP 


TOFIr—I 


; 


| 


G6 & C 


I 
N- 


Ot } 


nd | 


be 
He 


a Cheiſtian and a M uaker. 
Whereas G. W. denies that he ſaid the Plagues and 
Tudgements of God would follow Tho. Hicks : Teeſe may 
certific that G, W. and my ſelf being in diſcourſe about the 
Dialogue between a Chriſtian and a Quaker, he ſaid, the 
Plagues and Fudgementsof God would follow T.Hicks,and 
all that had a band inthat Dialogue, or that diſperſed it. 
The ſubſtance hereof he repeated twice or thrice over. This 
I teftihe, John Gladman. 
I hope now I have given thee a Quotative, thouwilt reſt 
ſatisfied,let us proceed tothe next (viz.) That when yon 
do not curſe, you put us off wit» your witneſſings, and tell 


. #8, weareinthe Imagination, &C, | 


Quak. Doth it become a man pretending to Religion, to 


give our ſeriow language in a Feer ? W.,P,Ib.q,5. 


Chr. 1f you thus ſpeak, and if this be indecd your ſeri- 
ous language, why art thou offended ? | 

Quak. It was the way of the true Prophets, Apoſtles, 
and Churches of Chrift to declare what they had known 
experimentally of God and his work, exper;ences have been 
very excellent things, 15-476; HF | 

Chr. Why art thou ſo impertinent ? The experiences of 
Chriſtians,and the witneſſings of the Quakers are quite dif, 
ferent things, have no more agreement than light and dark+ 
neſs. Thou art therefore but in the meer Tmagination,if thou 
thinkeſt that whilſt T upbraid you with your witneſlipgs, 1 
do deny true experiences. YOu ſav, you witneſs a more per- 


6: 
* i-4 
* 
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febt rule than the Scriptures., And you witneſs the Reſurre- 


FHion of the dead,and perfettion.You witneſs the man Chriſt, 
and the'Word made fleſh. Tou witneſs an equality with God. 
Again, you witneſs innocent and fober enquirers after your. 
faith and Religion to be Beaſts, Sots, in the Sorcery, and 


Witchcraft, I am ſure, theſe are no real experiences, bur 


meer canting Sibberiſh peculiar to diſtracted and deccived 
men, ' CO | 
72> 5 


. -3Jhenext inſtance I ſhall take notice of, isthat ſaying of 
Ky: 36h : N ichol as 


-» 


' A Dialoguebetween | 


Nicholas Lucas, That if the Bible were burnt, as gooa® 
« oe might be writ, &c, what ſaiſt thou to this ? « | 


Quak. This is a Lye, for be diſowns it. Tb. 155. — 
Chbr,”Tis never the more a Lye, becauſe hedenies it, V L. 


knows who are his accuſers,and alſo that they are perſons of | 


credir,and thou maiſt know that they have teſtified ( before 
ſeveral witneſſes) to N, L. the truth of that which he in 


Print denies ; one of the ſame perſons can alſo teſtifie that | 


Selomen Eccles did ſay, that he made uſe of the Scriptures 
only to ſatisfie him, But the Reader may be ſatisfied that no 
credit ought to be given to your denials, for you make no 
fcruple ro deny your own words in Print, as both (by ſelf, 
and GW, have done. Several inſtances hereof have already 
occurred, and 'twere eaſe to multiply them, I ſhall give 
the Reader one inſtance more of thy wiltul Lying. Thou 
' Coft zn thy Book, p. 184. tell the world of my baſe cow- 
erdice,you having offered me a free meeting with my Books 
3 your hands,profering to refute them vivavoce, before the 
world but inſtead thereof or any other way, as ſeveral hath 
been tendered, I diſingenuouſly ſlink, and put you off with 
meer evaſions, 8c. 

I defire the Reader to conſider theſe following particu- 
lars, and then: judge whether4s. P. had any reaſon thus to 
ſpeak. (1.) 1 did (long before his Book was publiſhed ) 
defire to meet with W. P. himſelf, which he refuſed. And 
(2:) did alſo ſend fix queſtions to G, W. ſignifying, that if 
he were free to debate them, TI would upon notice, conſider 
of a more convenient time and place to attend him, or any 
" he ſhould bring , the Queſtions were theſe, .( 1.) Whether 
the Light inevery man was the Divine eſſence ? (2.) Whe- 
ther this Light be thetrue and very (briſt the Scriptures 
ſpeak of ? (3.) Whetber Chriſt hath not a perſonal being 
without men ? (4.) Whether the Soul be part of Gods bein 
without beginning,and injintte ? (5. ) Whether none of es, 
things, God hath given by way of command to others, be a 

| | command 
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a Cheiſtian anb a Quaker: E” "i 
wommand to me ? (6.) Whether the ſpeaking of the Spirit | 
in any,be of greater Authority than the Scriptures? Wheres . 
unto G, TW. was pleaſed to anſwer, that few of theſe queſti= 
ons ( as ſtated byme) were tobe found in their Books s 
whereupon I ſignified co him, what ground I had for each 


| of them, The (1.) I grounded upon his denying the Light . 
 withinto be acreature. The (2.) upon G. Fox,and E, B, 


aſfirming, the Light within to be Chriſt, The (3.) upon. 
G. W's ſaying, that that Feſus Chriſta perſon without us,zts 
not Scripture language, but the Anthropomorphites, and. 
Augletonians. The (4.) upon theſe words of G. F. that 
the Soul 1s part of Gods being, without beginning, and infis 
zite, The (5.) upon E, B. his ſaying, That i no command 
from God to me which he commanas to another, The laſt 
was grounded on this affertion of G, W. That the ſpeaking 
of the Spizit in any, ts of greater Authority than the Scrip= 
tures, From hence any ordinary capacity may underſtand 
that G. W. was unadviſed, yea that hedid bur ſhuffle and 
lye, in ſaying, that few of my queſtions were to be found 
in their Books, | 

Farther,the conditions on which I offered to meet him,to 


| diſcourſe cheſe queſtions, were only theſe, ( 1. ) That 1 


might have liberty to produce their own Books, and to have 
them read openly ( ſo far as concern'd in my Dialogues) in 


| order to the clearing my ſelf,with reſpett to the quotations 


from them, (2.) That we might agree upon arule, by which 
our diſcourſe might be determined. (3.) That but one at @ 
time might ſpeak. (4.) That he wonld promiſe to ſpeak, di- 
reltly,and plainly to each queſtion; (5.) That anyman,that' 
would, might write after us, promiſing him, that when we 
had debated theſe queſtions, ro proceed to any other the 
Dialogues would afford. -But G.W. was not free tocom- 
ply herewith. Let all men judge who is guilty of the eva-- 
lon. *Tis true, he ſent me ſeveral queſtions, none of which 
(except one) were directly concern'd in my Books , _ 
0 


86 1 Dialogue between, 8c. 
' of them being about Baptiſm, fome about Eledion, &t. 

Therefore I ſent thoſe before mentioned, as more proper 
for our diſcourſe, being ſome of the principal things in | 
Controverſie betwixt us. _ ; 

' Of late ſome' overtures have been made to them, in order | 
to a publick meeting, to debate the chief things in difference | 
berwixt them and others, which the Quakers refuſe, under 
pretence of being cautions not to run themſelves voluntarily 
znto Jeopardys 07 ſlight invitations,underſtanding the 2a- 
giſtrates may be offended,and therefore they tell us,thar un- 
leſs they be dared toit, they will not meet ; But what 
ſhould be the reaſon the Quakers are grown ſo politick on 
a ſudden , either they ſuſpect their opinions, of their ewn 
abilities to defend them ; or elſe fear to loſe ſome of their 
own people, many of whom being now ſtaggerd : And 
therefore think-it their beſt way to rail at their Adverſaries, 
and to perſwade their friends,that all that is ſaid or written 
againſt them, is nothing but lyes and forgeries (though 
they themſelves know the contrary,) Bur their cheats and 
impoſtures begin to be manifeſt, and.I doubt not but many 
well meaning people,that now are bafMled by their plauſible 
pretences, , will ſee that there was realon to diſtinguiſh the 
Chriſtian from the Quaker. Mean time, I take this for 
granted from W. P's own mouth(having proved theſe things 
which formerly I have objected againſt them ) That a 
. Quiker us quite another thing than a Chriſtian, 

+ And whereas W, Pez boldly tells me, That my head ſhall 
Xot go down to the Grave in peace, ardby that I ſhall know 
rhat an infallible Spirit bath ſpokgn by bim, p. 180, 181. 
I deſire all perſons, into whole hands this Book may come, 
Thar if at any time they hear I be affaflinated, they would 
remember theſe-words of W: Pez concerning me, ( viz, ) 
That nsy head ſhall not go down to the Grave in peace« 


| The Ends 
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